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TITLE 6—AGRICULTURAL CREDIT 

Chapter IV—Commodity Stabilization 
Service and Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agriculture 

Svtxhoptor 8—loom, Purchases, and Other 
Operations 

Part 421 —Grains and Related 
Commodities 

EUirAr.T—PROVISIONS FOR PARTICIPATION OP 
FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS IN POOLS OF CCC 
FJUCZ SUPPORT LOANS OF CERTAIN COM¬ 
MODITIES 

This subpart contains the regulations 
thereinafter called regulations in this 
wbpart) providing the terms and condi¬ 
tions under which financial Institutions 
may participate in pools of loans made to 
producers on certain agricultural com¬ 
modities under price support programs 
announced by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, U. 8. Department of Agri¬ 
culture. 

See 

ill 3801 Definition ot term*. 

4213802 Pooling of price support program 
loan notes. 

42138C3 Rate of interest and basis of com¬ 
putation of Interest earned. 

421 3H04 Maturity date af certifies tea. 

421.3805 Disbursement of funds In connec¬ 
tion with loans. 

4213800 Transfer of certificates. 

4213807 Exchange of certificates. 

421380* Payment of face amount of certifi¬ 
cate. 

421380# Payment of Interest earned. 

4213810 Acceptance of documents by finan¬ 
cial institutions. 

421381 1 Acceptance of terms. 

Arrnonmr: || 4213001 to 4213811 Issued 
tinder sec. 4. 62 Btat. 1070. as amended; 15 
S. c. 714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62 

8Ut. 1072; 15 V. 8. C.7Uc. 

1421.3801 Definition of terms . As 
in H 421.3801 to 421.3811, the fol¬ 
lowing terms shall have the following 

meanings: 

(a) “CCC" 8hatl mean the Commodity 
Credit Corporation of the U. 8. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. 

(b> “CSS" shall mean the Commodity 
Stabilisation Service, U. S. Department 

°f Agriculture. 

<c> * Commodity Office" shall mean (1) 
with respect to certificate's) payable 
through the Federal Reserve Bank of Chi- 
the Evanston CSS Commodity 
Office located at 2201 Howard Street. 


Evanston. Illinois, and (2) with respect 
to certificate(s) payable through the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas City, the 
Kansas City CSS Commodity Office lo¬ 
cated at 500 Westport Road, Kansas City 
41, Missouri. 

cd) "Financial institution" shall mean 
a commercial bank which accepts de¬ 
mand deposits, an association organized 
pursuant to state law and supervised by 
state banking authorities, or a produc¬ 
tion credit association. 

(e) "Payee’s transit number" shall 
mean the ABA transit number of com¬ 
mercial banks or the transit number 
assigned by CCC to other eligible finan¬ 
cial institutions. 

<f> "Price support program loons" 
shall mean loans approved under the 
price support programs announced by 
Commodity Credit Corporation pursuant 
to the Agricultural Act of 1949. as 
amended, and related Acts. 

(g) "Producer" shall mean any person, 
firm, or association eligible to obtain price 
support program loans. 

<h) "A£C County Office" shall mean 
the Office of the Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation County Com¬ 
mittee for the county in which the 
producer's farm is located on which the 
commodity approved for a price support 
program loon was produced. 

(i) "Certificate” shall mean certificate 
of Interest, the document which evidences 
the financial institution’s participation in 
financing price support program loans. 

<J) "Producer note" shall mean the 
producer’s note and supplemental loan 
agreement (Commodity Loan Form A), 
producer’s note and loan agreement 
(Commodity Loan Form B). producer’s 
note and loan agreement (CCC Dry Bean 
Form B), or producer's note and loan 
agreement (CCC Rice Form B>. 

(k) "Holder of record" shall mean the 
financial Institution shown as payee, as 
designated by the payee's transit num¬ 
ber. on the face of the certificate. 

(!) "Holder” shall mean the holder of 
record or the financial Institution which 
has acquired a certificate by transfer 
pursuant to § 421.3806. 

i 421.3802 Pooling of price support 
program loan notes. Commencing with 
the 1958 crop year CCC will place in a 
single pool for each crop year all pro¬ 
ducer notes evidencing price support 
program loans on barley, com. dry edi- 
t Continued on p. 3915) 
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bJe beans, flaxseed, grain sorghums, 
honey, oats, farm-stored peanuts, rice, 
rye. soybeans, tung oil. and wheat. CCC 
may place in the pool foe any crop year 
notes evidencing any additional un¬ 
matured price support program loans 
held by CCC which were disbursed un¬ 
der a CCC price support program for an 
earlier crop year or for any other com¬ 
modity. Financial institutions may par¬ 
ticipate in the pool by disbursing funds 
in connection with price support pro¬ 
gram loans on the commodities named 
above in accordance with the regula¬ 
tions In this subpart. In consideration 
of the disbursement. CCC will issue to 
the financial institution a certificate 
having a face value equal to the Amount 
of disbursement The certificate will 
show a crop year indicating the pool to 
which it applies. CCC reserves the right 
to purchase, at its option, at any time, 
any outstanding certificate at its face 
value plus earned Interest CCC will 
purchase upon presentation, at the op¬ 
tion of the holder, all outstanding cer¬ 
tificates at face value plus earned in¬ 
terest and will, in the event the face 
value or outstanding certificates on the 
last day of any month exceeds the un¬ 
paid principal amount of the loans com¬ 
prising the pool, as determined by CCC. 
call in for payment and cancellation 
outstanding certificates in an amount 
sufficient to reduce the face value of the 
outstanding certificates to or below the 
value of the unpaid principal amount 
of the loans comprising the pool. The 
specific certificate is) to be so purchased 
or called in for payment and cancella¬ 
tion sludl be determined by CCC. Each 
holder of record of a certificate to be 
purchased at the option of CCC or called 
to for payment and cancellation In ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of thU 
<«Uon shall be notified by mail, at least 
15 days prior to the date such certificate 
j* to be purchased or turned in to CCC 
xor payment and cancellation, that the 
certificate is to be presented to CCC for 
Purchase or payment and cancellation 
Py such date. Payment of the face 
amount of the certificates, and the in- 
ear ncd thereon, which are tend- 
„ * or Purchase or payment and can- 
u aoV 011, ** macle a® prescribed in 

•1 4.. 1.3008 and 421.3809. CCC will not 
certificates to itself but shall have 
toterest in the pool to the same ex¬ 


tent as though certificates were issued 
equal to the amount by which the unpaid 
principal amount of loans comprising 
the pool exceeds the face value of out¬ 
standing certificates. To the extent of 
such interest. CCC reserves the right to 
offer financial Institutions the opportu¬ 
nity to participate in the pool through 
issuance of certificates upon the pay¬ 
ment to CCC of the face amount thereof. 
In the event such offer is to be made, 
announcements thereof will be made by 
CCC. CCC shall have the residual Inter¬ 
est In any proceeds of the pool remain¬ 
ing after payment of the face value of 
certificates plus earned Interest. CCC 
may remove from the pool at any time 
notes representing all or any part of its 
interest in the pool. 

! 42F3803 Rate of interest and basis 
of computation of interest earned. Cer¬ 
tificates shall earn interest at the rate 
of 1*4 percent per annum. This rate 
may be increased or decreased by CCC 
upon publication of a notice of such in¬ 
crease or decrease in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter : Provided. That with respect to any 
decrease in the interest rate, the effec¬ 
tive date of such decrease shall be at 
least 30 days subsequent to the date of 
publication of notice thereof in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. Interest earned will be 
paid on a 365 day basis from and includ¬ 
ing the date disbursed shown on the cer¬ 
tificate to. but not including. the matur¬ 
ity date of the certificate, the date the 
certificate is presented, at option of 
holder, to CCC for purchase or the date 
a certificate is to be presented to CCC for 
purchase or cancellation in accordance 
with notice given the holder of record 
pursuant to { 421.3802, whichever date 
first occurs. 

5 421.3C04 Maturity date of certifi¬ 
cates. The maturity date of certificates 
issued pursuant to the regulations in this 
subpart shall be August 1 of the year 
next following the crop year indicated on 
the certificate. 

8 421.3805 Disbursement of funds in 
connection with loans —(a) Documents 
required. The producer shall present to 
the financial institution a properly exe¬ 
cuted original certificate, signed and 
countersigned, showing the financial in¬ 
stitution as payee, and the “county office 
copy" of the related producer not *. The 
producer note related to a certificate will 
show crop year, commodity and loan 
number corresponding to the loan data 
shown on the certificate. 

ib) Disbursement. The financial in¬ 
stitution shall disburse the “total 41 s- 
bursement amount” as Indicated In part 
2 of the producer note. The funds shall 
be disbursed to the payees and In the 
amounts shown In part 3 of the producer 
note. The financial Institution shall not 
make any charge to producers for serv¬ 
ices rendered in connection with the 
disbursement of funds under price sup¬ 
port program loans. The financial in¬ 
stitution shall insert on the “county 
office copy” of the producer note, in the 
spaces provided, date of disbursement, 
and payee’s transit number and shall, 
on the date of disbursement, mall or 
deliver the copy of the producer note to 
the ASC County Office which approved 


the loan. The financial Institution shall 
insert the payee s transit number in the 
space so identified on the certificate and 
shall inseit the date of disbursement in 
the space titled ’’date disbursed” on the 
certificate. After the payee’s transit 
number and the date have been inserted, 
the financial institution shall retain the 
certificate until it is tendered to CCC for 
purchase or exchange or transferred to 
another financial institution. 

(c) Limitation on period of disburse¬ 
ment of loans . Each certificate will 
show the final date on which the loan 
may be disbursed. The financial Irati- 
tuitlon shall not disburse funds in con¬ 
nection with a loan after the final date 
for disbursement shown on the related 
certificate. 

<d> Knowledge of ineligibility for loan. 
The financial institution shall not dis¬ 
burse funds in connection with a loan if. 
to its knowledge, the commodity offered 
as security or securing the loan U dam¬ 
aged. destroyed, or impaired, or is sub¬ 
ject to any prior lien or encumbrance, 
or is otherw ise ineligible for a loan. The 
financial institution which disburses 
funds in connection with loans in viola¬ 
tion of this provision shall be liable to 
CCC for any loss incurred by CCC in con¬ 
nection therewith. 

(c) Revoked certificate . The ASC 
County Office which approved a loan will 
notify the financial institution named as 
payee on the related certificate of the 
revocation of a certificate which Is lost, 
stolen, or destroyed before presentation 
to the financial institution on behalf of 
the producer or which has otherwise be¬ 
come ineligible for use as the basis of 
disbursement of loans. The financial in¬ 
stitution shall acknowledge receipt of 
such notice and. thereafter, shall not ac¬ 
cept such certificate as the basis for dis¬ 
bursing funds in connection with the 
loan. 

8 421.3806 Transfer of certificates. 
A certificate, upon which disbursement 
has been made in accordance with 
8 421.3805. may be transferred to another 
financial institution, at any time by en¬ 
dorsement and delivery of the certificate. 
The financial institution which acquires 
a certificate by endorsement and delivery 
may transfer it t3 another financial insti¬ 
tution. or may present it for payment 
pursuant to 8 421.3808. Such financial 
institution may also tender the certifl- 
catc(s) to the appropriate Commodity 
Office (8 421.3801 (c)) and obtain re¬ 
placement certificatc(s), showing such 
financial Institution os the payee, pur¬ 
suant to 1 421.3807. Section 421.3809 
provides that Interest on certificates pre¬ 
sented for payment through banking 
channels will be paid only to the holder 
of record of the certificate; therefore, a 
financial institution which holds certifi¬ 
cates as an Investment should obtain re¬ 
placement certificates, pursuant to 
8 421.3807. for certificates acquired by en¬ 
dorsement and delivery before presenting 
them for payment through banking 
channels. 

f 421.3807 Exchange of certificates . 
A financial institution whfch desires to 
consolidate its holdings of certificates 
Into fewer certificates of larger denomi¬ 
nations or which acquires certificates by 
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endorsement and delivery and desires 
to obtain certificates showing such fi¬ 
nancial institution as the payee shall 
endorse the certificates to CCC and 
tender them to the appropriate Com¬ 
modity Office (§421.3801 (c)) with a re¬ 
quest for replacement certificate(s). If 
a financial Institution desires fewer cer¬ 
tificates of larger denominations It shall 
specify in Its request the denominations 
and number of each desired. Replace-* 
must certificates will show, as payee, 
the financial institution which tendered 
certificates for exchange and will show 
the payee’s transit number Identifying 
such financial Institution. The replace¬ 
ment certificated) will be issued in such 
denominations as may be requested by 
the financial institution: Provided, how¬ 
ever, That the total value of the replace¬ 
ment certificate (s) issued shall be equal 
to the sum of the face values of the cer¬ 
tificates tendered for exchange with each 
request. The “date disbursed** on re¬ 
placement certificated) shall be the 
average of the dates disbursed, shown on 
the certificates tendered with each re¬ 
quest for issuance of replacement cer¬ 
tificated). weighted in accordance with 
the amounts thereof. The date dis¬ 
bursed (weighted average date) of each 
replacement certificate will be computed 
as follows; (a) The date the certificates 
are received for exchange by the Com¬ 
modity Office will be used as the inter¬ 
est focal date; <b> the dollar days each 
certificate has been outstanding to. but 
not Including, the interest focal date 
will be computed; (c) the total dollar 
days will be divided by the sum of the 
face value of all certificates tendered for 
exchange to determine the average num¬ 
ber of days the certificates were out¬ 
standing (fractions of Vs day or more 
u'ill be raised to the next whole digit; 
fractions of less than Vi day will be dis¬ 
regarded) ; and <d) the average number 
of days outstanding will be subtracted 
from the Interest focal date to determine 
the date disbursed to be shown on the 
replacement certificate (s). Certificates 
maturing in different years must be ac¬ 
companied by separate request* for is¬ 
suance of replacement certificate (s> for 
each maturity. All requests for replace¬ 
ment certificate^) must be submitted 
to the applicable Commodity Office prior 
to the 15th day before maturity of the 
certificate (s) tendered for exchange. In 
the event certificates are tendered dur¬ 
ing the 15 day period prior to maturity, 
the certificates will be held by CCC until 
maturity, at which time the face amount 
plus Interest earned thereon will be 
paid to the financial institution which 
tendered the certificates. 

§421.3808 Payment of face amount 
of certificate. The holder of a certificate 
may receive payment, at any time, for 
the face amount thereof by presentation 
of a certificate through normal banking 
channels to the Federal Reserve Bank 
through which the certificate is payable 
or upon presentation of the certificate, 
endorsed to CCC. directly to the appro¬ 
priate Commodity Office < § 421.3801 (c)) * 
The Federal Reserve Bank will receive 
the certificate os a cash item. In the 
event certificates are presented directly 
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to the Commodity Office, payment of the 
face amount will be made by that office. 

§ 421.3809 Payment of interest 
earned. The Commodity Office will com¬ 
pute interest earned on the total face 
value of certificates showing the same 
pace’s transit number on the face there¬ 
of paid through the Federal Reserve 
Bank each day and will pay such Interest 
to the financial institution indicated by 
such payee’s transit number. Interest 
earned on certificates presented directly 
to the Commodity Office will be paid to 
the financial institution which presented 
the certificates for payment. Interest on 
certificates tendered for exchange dur¬ 
ing the 15 day period prior to maturity 
will be paid as provided in §421.3807. 
Interest will not be paid on any certifi¬ 
cate for any period beyond the date of 
maturity (§421.3804). the date of pay¬ 
ment by the Federal Reserve Bank or 
Commodity Office (§421.3808). or the 
date the Certificate is to be presented to 
CCC for purchase or cancellation in 
accordance with notice given the holder 
of record (§ 421.3802). whichever is ear¬ 
lier. Notwithstanding any other provi¬ 
sion of this subpart, if the interest 
payable to a financial institution in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of this 
section is computed to be less than three 
dollars on any day. no payment shall be 
made for such interest. 

§ 421.3810 Acceptance of documents 
by financial institutions. It shall be the 
responsibility of CCC (a) to determine 
that the producer is eligible and that the 
producer note has been properly cx- 
t ecuted. and <b> to issue a certificate in 
the name of the financial Institution 
designated by the producer, the face 
amount of which shall be the sum of 
money which the financial institution is 
authorized to disburse. Financial insti¬ 
tutions may accept certificates when pre¬ 
sented by producers with the related pro¬ 
ducer note as prescribed in paragraph 
(a) of § 421.3805 subject to the provi¬ 
sions of paragraphs <c>. (d>. and (e) of 
§ 421.3805, as evidence that properly exe¬ 
cuted producer notes are held in the 
ASC County Office and shall not be re¬ 
sponsible for any discrepancies which 
may subsequently be determined to exist 
between a certificate and the related 
producer note and shall be held harmless 
by CCC from any loss sustained as a 
consequence of such discrepancies. 

§ 421.3811 Acceptance of terms . 
Lending agencies shall not make dis¬ 
bursements on price support program 
loans for 1058 or subsequent crop years 
pursuant to lending agency agreements 
(CCC Forms 322 and 322-1). The regu¬ 
lations in this subpart will constitute the 
offer of CCC to financial institutions to 
participate in pools of price support 
program loans by dispersing funds in 
connection with price support program 
loans on commodities listed in § 421.3802. 
A financial institution which makes dis¬ 
bursements pursuant to the **county 
office copy” of the producer note and 
related certificates or a transferee finan¬ 
cial institution which accepts cctificates 
endorsed by the payee shall by such act 
evidence acceptance of the terms and 


conditions contained in the regulate** 
in this subpart. 

Issued this 2d day of June 1958. 

(sealI Clarence L. Millep. 
Acting Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

(P. R. Doc. 58-4252; Plied. June 4. INI 
8:86 a.m.) 


TITLE 14—CIVIL AVIATION 
Chapter I —Civil Aeronautics Board 
| Reg. No. 8R-424) 

Part 60 —Air Traffic Ruifs 

SPECIAL CIVIL AIR REGULATION; POSITIVE All 
TRAFFIC CONTROL EXPERIMENT 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautic* 
Board at its office in Washington, D. C, 
on the 28th day of Mny 1958. 

On April 17. 1958, a notice of proposed 
rule making was issued. Draft Release 
No. 58-8 (23 F. R. 2742) which would 
authorize the Administrator to designite 
a portion of airspace within which posi¬ 
tive control of air traffic would be exer¬ 
cised. Comments on this proposal are 
due on or before June 25. 1958. Subse¬ 
quent developments make it necessary 
for the Board to take regulatory action 
at the earliest possible time. The Ad¬ 
ministrator has now advised the Board 
that he has the capability to implement 
positive control on the three transconti¬ 
nental routes Unking New York and 
Washington with Los Angeles and Sin 
Francisco at the altitudes from 17.0W 
to 22,000 feet. Under the circumstance* 
the Board is promulgating this regulation 
immediately to become effective on June 
15. 1958. 

In discussing the positive control con¬ 
cept, Draft Release No. 58-8 stated sub¬ 
stantially as follows: 

The current provisions of Part 60 of 
the Civil Air Regulations classify all air 
traffic into two broad categories: <1> 
VFR, or that category of air traffic op¬ 
erating in weather conditions in which 
it is assumed that aU pilots are able to 
see and avoid other aircraft, and 'I* 
IFR. or that category of air traffic oper¬ 
ating In weather conditions in which It 
is assumed that pilots are not able to 
see and avoid other aircraft. Weather 
conditions w'hich limit the range of via¬ 
bility of a pilot, therefore, arc the prin¬ 
cipal factors determining the applicabil¬ 
ity of these rules. 

In applying the principle of ‘ see ww 
be seen” in the air traffic rules of 
60. the Board, up to the present time, nis 
dealt principally with the meteorological 
conditions which affect a pilot's ability 
to see other aircraft. For some Urn*, 
however, it has become increasingly 
parent that the long-established "see iwa 
be seen” philosophy applicable to VFa 
flight must also take account of the ex¬ 
treme rates of closure which are tw 
result of the very high speeds at wWcn 
certain aircraft operate. 

Under certain circumstances, it 
pears that the rate of closure of veil 
high-speed aircraft is such that the tow 
time in which the aircraft may be vi«D* 
to a pilot of another aircraft is so shor. 
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that pilot** cannot be expected to insure 
ttporation between aircraft irrespective 
cf the weather conditions in which they 

flying. 

It has been recognized that in the in¬ 
terest of safety there are certain areas 
of the common system where the prob¬ 
lem of collision avoidance inherent in 
high-speed operations requires the use 
of air traffic control separation by 
pound controllers even in good weather 
conditions. 

The purpose of the proposed regula¬ 
tion vu to permit the Administrator to 
designate such a segment of airspace 
which will provide for an accurate deter¬ 
mination of the nature and extent of the 
traffic handling problems involved in the 
actual application of the all-weather 
positive control concept. 

The air traffic rules governing flight in 
this portion of the airspace will be iden¬ 
tical with the current requirements for 
complete IFR operation in other con¬ 
trolled airspace. All aircraft operated 
within it must be fully equipped for all- 
weather operations and all pilots must 
be capable of instrument flight. 

In order to achieve a true positive con¬ 
trol lystcm whtch will relieve the pilot of 
the responsibility to visually avoid other 
air traffic, it is imperative that no un¬ 
controlled traffic be intermingled in this 
airspace Air traffic control cannot in¬ 
sure positive separation of all traffic in 
a specific area unless it has complete 
control of all traffic within that area. 

All VFR flight irrespective of weather 
conditions will be prohibited from oper¬ 
ating in this airspace. “VFR conditions 
cn top* or VFR climb or descent restric¬ 
ting, therefore, will not be used as a 
traffic control limitation. 

While the requirement for an IFR ca¬ 
pability u not expected to impose an 
undue burden on those who typically 
operate at these altitudes, the Inclusion 
of this requirement in this experiment 
rtiotild not be construed as a precedent 
to exclude controlled VFR operations in 
future extensions of this concept to the 
altitudes. 

The importance of avoiding this ex- 
| Pwimental area in all-weather condi- 
oons by nonparticipating pilots cannot 
be overemphasized. All pilots who may 
have occasion to operate at the altitude 
***“ Involved arc expected to familiar¬ 
ly themselves with the exact location of 
ine dealvrna ted airspace. Pilots not In¬ 
tending to participate must exercise cx- 
care to avoid this airspace either 
or laterally. The positive con¬ 
sol segment of airspace will depicted on 
J^&autlcal maps and charts in a dis- 
n&SuiihlnR manner. 

Altitudes proposed to be utilized 
nfSr. rouUi experiment were 20.000 to 

* 300 ***** These were selected to in- 
J"? a sufficient volume of air traffic to 
effectively the traffic problems 

•o*ved in an on route positive control 
while at the same time creating 

*Tt 5t conflict with current 

^rations. 

Subsequent to the publication of Draft 
****** No. 58-8, events have occurred 
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which focused considerable attention on 
the concept advocated in the proposal. 
Recent mid-air collisions and near misses 
between aircraft at the higher altitudes 
in good weather conditions where piston 
and Jet aircraft arc mixed have further 
highlighted the need for immediate 
action. 

The Administrator has now advised 
the Board that there is sufficient capacity 
in the air traffic control system to permit 
initiation of the positive control experi¬ 
ment by June 15.1958. 

He further advises that because of the 
traffic flow 1 characteristics of piston en¬ 
gine aircraft and the operational alti¬ 
tudes employed in many Jet aircraft pro¬ 
cedures. the positive control experiment 
can be initiated with more effect and less 
burden on the majority of airspace users 
if the experiment is implemented along 
certain airways between 17.000 and 
22.000 feet. • 

In the light of the urgent requirement 
for positive separation of aircraft in good 
weather conditions as well as bad, the 
Board considers it imperative to initiate 
this program immediately. 

For the reasons stated above, the Board 
finds that a situation exists requiring 
immediate action in the interest of safety 
in air commerce, that further notice and 
public procedure hereon arc contrary to 
the public interest, and the Board finds 
that good cause exists for making this 
Special Civil Air Regulation effective on 
less than 30 days* notice. 

Interested persons desiring to present 
written data setting forth their view's 
with respect to the rules herein adopted 
are requested to submit such matter to 
the Board on or before June 25.1958. All 
communications so received in addition 
to comments received in response to 
Draft Release No. 58-8 will be considered 
by the Board and the rules herein 
adopted will be re-evaluated in the light 
of the comments submitted. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby makes 
and promulgates the following Special 
Civil Air Regulation, effective June 15. 
1958: 

(1) The Administrator U hereby authori&ed 
to designate w a “positive control route 
segment*’ any portion of the airspace between 
17,000 to 35.000 feet, having a width not in 
exccse of 40 mile*. 

(2) No person ahull operate an aircraft 
within such designated airspace without 
prior approval of air traffic control. 

(3) Al! VFR flight activities, Irrespective 
of weather conditions, are prohibited from 
operating in this designated airspace. 

<4) All aircraft operated within this desig¬ 
nated airspace shall have the instruments 
and equipment currently required for IFR 
operations and all pilots shall be rated for 
instrument flight. 

This Special Civil Air Regulation is 
issued under the authority of Title VI 
of the Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, as 
amended. It shall be effective until June 
15, 1959. unless sooner superseded or re¬ 
scinded by the Board. 

(Bee. 205. 52 8tat. 984. os amended: 40 V. 8. C. 
425. Interprets or applies tecs. 601, 1005, 52 
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8tat 1007. os amended. 1023, os amended: 
49 U. 8. C. 561. 845) 

Effective: June 15. 1958. 

Adopted: May 28.1958. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

1 seal 1 M. C. Mulligan. 

Secretary. 

IF. R Doc. 68-4142; Filed. June 4. 1958: 
8:52 a. m.| 


Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Commerce 

Part GO 1—Designation of the Conti¬ 
nental Control Ahea, Control Areas, 
Control Zones, Reporting Points, and 
Positive Control Route Segments 

SUBrART I—designated positive control 

ROUTE SEGMENTS 

Pursuant to Special Civil Air Regula¬ 
tion 424. 1 adopted by the Civil Aeronau¬ 
tics Board May 28.1958. effective June 15. 
1958, the Civil Aeronautics Board has 
delegated to the Administrator the au¬ 
thority to designate positive control route 
segments in any portion of the airspace 
between 17,000 to 35,000 feet, having a 
width not in excess of 40 miles, at which 
certain operational requirements shall 
bo applicable. This subpart is hereby 
adopted by the Administrator for the 
designation of such positive control route 
segments. 

Pursuant to the authority given him by 
special CAR 424, the Administrator. In 
order to implement it. is herewith im¬ 
posing positive control on airway seg¬ 
ments between altitude levels especially 
selected because these airspace areas are 
peculiarly suitable, from the standpoint 
of volume and type of traffic and existing 
air traffic control capabilities, to afford 
a comprehensive testing ground for a 
first stage implementation of positive 
control. 

The Administrator, in promulgating 
this rule and fixing an early effective 
date, does so in recognition of the press¬ 
ing need, highlighted by recent mid-air 
collisions and near misses, for the adop¬ 
tion of additional regulations so as to 
bring about a surer and safer separation 
of all aircraft using the airspace over 
continental United States. The urgency 
for such action is thoroughly set forth in 
the preamble to Special CAR 424, con¬ 
currently published. However, various 
practical problems especially pertaining 
to the implementing regulations of the 
Administrator herein promulgated, must 
be. and are, recognized by the Adminis¬ 
trator. The following comments relate 
to these problems. 

The airspace designated for positive 
control by these regulations is, generally 
speaking, on selected airways running 
between the cast coast and west coast ot 
the United States, together with certain 
supplemental and inter-connecting air¬ 
ways. between the altitudes of 17,000 and 


1 Part 60. Chapter 2 of thl* title, F. R Doc. 
58-4142. rupra. 
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22.000 feet lnclu&lve. It must be under¬ 
stood that this undertaking Is necessarily 
a first step. It is equally applicable to all 
categories of military and civilian opera¬ 
tions. In exercising positive control no 
preferential treatment is to be accorded 
to any one classification of user over 
another. 

It Is recognized that any procedures 
adopted in the Initial implementation of 
the positive control program must of 
necessity be subject to modifications and 
changes as experience dictates. It Is 
t iso to be understood In this connection 
that the various users of this positive 
controlled airspace may be Justified in 
requesting from time to time reconsid¬ 
eration of these procedures. Recogniz¬ 
ing this, all users—military and civil¬ 
ian—will be afforded ample opportunity 
to present to the Administrator their 
special problems ns they arise so that 
equitable consideration may be given to 
modifications and adjustments ihat 
would appear necessary or desirable. 

In adopting the program of positive 
control as herein set forth, embracing as 
it docs a sizable segment of our civil 
airways, the Department of Defense has 
urged, and the Administrator has recog¬ 
nized. that certain types of military oper¬ 
ations, such as training missions, defense 
missions, and some others, all of which 
are vitally related to the national de¬ 
fense, require segregated airspace for the 
proper and necessary carrying out of 
these missions. Since aircraft engaged 
in these missions cannot be subjected to 
positive control, the necessity may arise 
for the modification or deletion of exist¬ 
ing airways, in order that segregated 
areas of proper size and location can be 
allocated so as to accommodate military 
requirements. It is therefore recognized 
that when such situations develop, con¬ 
sideration will be given to military needs 
with the objective of preserving positive 
controlled airspace, while at the same 
time taking into account and providing 
for the designation of segregated areas. 

In embarking on a program of positive 
control by the designation of the positive 
control airspace set forth in the follow¬ 
ing regulations, it la also recognized that 
with experience and the acquisition of 
more and better equipment, the positive 
control area will undoubtedly, from time 
to time, be expanded. Any expansion of 
the positive control area beyond that 
being presently designated will be sub¬ 
ject. as in the past, to the rule-making 
requirements of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act, thereby giving all interested 
users an opportunity to be heard with 
respect to any such proposed expansions. 

All parties having an interest in this 
subject have been duly informed of the 
following regulations of the Adminis¬ 
trator. All comments and views of in¬ 
terested parties have been duly consid¬ 
ered. As the result of recent mid-air 
collisions and near misses it Is impera¬ 
tive. in the interest of safety, that the 
Administrator take prompt and positive 
action to implement the authority in¬ 
vested In him by special CAR 424 In 
view of pressing need for such action, 
compliance with the notice, procedures, 
and effective date provisions of section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act 


would be Impracticable and contrary to 
public interest and therefore is not 
required. 

1. The title to Part 601 of this chapter 
Is amended to read as set forth above: 

2. A new subpart I Is added to read as 
follows: 

5 601.8001 General . The airspace 
within the following airways, including 
all coinciding airways embraced within 
them, between 17,000 feet and 22.000 
feet (MSL) inclusive, within their exist¬ 
ing lateral limits, is designated as a Posi¬ 
tive Control Route Segment: 

VOR cfrtl airway So tSJO (Los Angeles, 
Calif., to Hew York , S Y .) (see f 600.6610 of 
thin chapter). • • •; from tot point of In¬ 
tersection of the Los Angeles omnirange 057* 
and the Long Beach. Cattf., 024* radial* via 
the Intersection of the Los Angeles omni¬ 
range 037' and the Daggett omnirange 235* 
radials; Daggett, Calif., omnirange station: 
Laa Vcgts. Nev., omnirange station; Mormon 
Mesa. Ncv.. omnirange station; Bryce Can¬ 
yon, Utah, omnirange station; Hanksvllle. 
Utah, omnirange station. Grand Junction. 
Colo., omnirange station; Kremmltng, Colo., 
omnirange station; Denver, Colo., omnirange 
station; Akron, Colo., omnirange station; 
Imperial. Nehr.. omnirange station: Grand 
Island, Nehr. omnirange station; Omaha, 
Nebr . omnirange station; Dej Moines. Iowa, 
omnirange station; Iowa City. Iowa, omni¬ 
range station: Cordova, m., omnirange sta¬ 
tion; Naperville. IU.. omnirange station; 
South Bend, Ind., omnirange station; Inter¬ 
section of the South Bend omnirange 002* 
and the Wutervllle omnirange 288* radisls; 
Watervllle. Ohio, omnirange station. Includ¬ 
ing a south alternate from the Iowa City 
omnirange station to the Watervllle omni¬ 
range station via the point of Intersection of 
the the Iowa City omnirange 003* and the 
Joliet omnirange 265* radial*, the Joliet. 111., 
omnirange station, the Chicago Height*. Ill., 
omnirange station and the Goshen. Ind., 
omnirange station; Cleveland. Ohio, omni¬ 
range station: Youngstown, Ohio, omnirange 
station; PhiUpsburg. Pa., omnirange station; 
Sellnagrove. P* . omnirange station; point 
of Intersection of the Sclinsgrovo omnirange 
104* and the Allentown. Pa., omnirange 211* 
radial*; to the Colts Neck. N. J,, omnirange 
station; • • •. 

VOR efeif ainooy So. 6 {Oakland. Calif., to 
Sew York. S. Y.) (see f $00,600* of thin chap - 
ter). • • •; from the Rock River, Wyo.. om¬ 
nirange station via the Intersection of the 
Rock River omnirange 108* and the Sidney 
omnirange 282* radial*; Sidney, Nebr,, om¬ 
nirange station; North Platte. Nebr.. omnl- 
range station; to the Grand Ulaud. Nebr., 
omnirange station: • • •. 

VOR cwil airway So. 32 (Battle Mountain, 
Sev. to Fort Bridger . Wgo.) (See f 600.6032 
of thin chapter). • • •; from the Elko. Nev., 
omnirange station; to the Bonneville, Utah, 
omnirange station; • • • 

VOR elpll oinrey So. 1504 (San Francisco. 
Calif., to Washington. D. C.) (See I 600.6604 
of this chapter >. • • •; from the Sacra¬ 
mento. Calif., omnirange station via the In¬ 
tersection of the Sacramento omnirange 
055* and the Reno omnirange 230* radial*; 
Reno. Nev.. omnirange station; Lovelock, 
Nev., omnirange station; Battle Mountain, 
Nev.. omnirange station; to the Eko. Nev,, 
omnirange station; • • •. 

VOR civil airway So. 200 (l/kiah. Calif., to 
Kremmltng, Colo.) (see f 600.6200 of this 
chapter). • • •; from the Williams. Calif., 
omnirange station; Intersection of the Wil¬ 
liams omnirange 061* and the Reno omni¬ 
range 208’ radials; to the Reuo. Nev., om¬ 
nirange station; • • •. 

VOR civil airway So. 1512 (Los Angeles, 
Calif., to Sew York. S.Y.) (see i 600.6612 of 
this chapter ). • • •; from the point at In¬ 


tersection of the Los Angeles omnbiMi 
057* and the Long Beach, Calif., 024* radaii 
via Intersection of the Los Angeles omnir®*# 
057* and the Daggett omnirange 235* rmiij 
Daggett. Calif., omnirange station; Ckj& 
Calif,, omnirange station: Valle. An;* oca. 
range station; Farmington. N. Mcx. etsaj. 
range station: Alamosa. Colo., ornnlrscp 
station: Lamar, Colo, omnirange suuot; 
Russell, Knns, omnirange station; s*lk* 
Kan*, omnirange station: TOpek.%, Kau, 
omnirange station; Kansas City. Mo, oenrj. 
range station; Macon. Mo., omnirange ra¬ 
tion: Quincy. Ill., omnirange station, to tiu 
Springfield, IU., omnirange station, incit¬ 
ing a south alternate from the Kanwu Cur, 
Mo, omnirange station to the Indian*;^* 
Ind.. omnirange station via the Columtm, 
Mo, omnirange station, the St Louis ha, 
omnirange station, the VsudaUa. Ill onai- 
range station and the Terre Haute, Ik, 
omnirange station. From the IndUnspofe 
Ind., omnirange station via the IntprseeUai 
of the Indianapolis omnirange 084* «r4 
the Dayton omnirange 201* radials: 
ton. Ohio, omnirange station; Appltwa. 
Ohio, omnirange station: Newcomer.tow®, 
Ohio, omnirange station; Wheeling. W. Vs, 
omnirange station; Pittsburgh. Pa., omni¬ 
range station; Johnstown. Pa, omnirtagi 
station: point of intersection of the Tovrr 
City. Pa , omnirange 272* radial with Iht 
Phlllpeburg. Pa., omnirange direct radial o 
the Harrisburg. Pa., omnirange sutler.; 
Scltnsgrove. Pa . omnirange station; punt 
«if Intersection of the Sellnsgrove omnironft 
104* and the Allentown. Pa., omnirange IIP 
radials; to the Colts Neck. N. J.. onmirtnp 
station; • • •. 

VOR civil airway So. 50 (Ktrkrrilte, If#, 
to Indianapolis. Ind.) (see I COO. COSO of tha 
chapter). • • •; from the SprlnefjekL CL 
omnirange station; to the Terre Haute. LwL 
omnirange station; • • •, 

VOR dmi airway So. 1514 (San Francud 
Calif., to Sew York. S Y.) (see | 600 $614 H 
this chapter). • • •; from the PHtitmJK 
Pa., omnirange station; Johnstown. Pa. 
omnirange station; Harrisburg. Pa. trail* 
range nation; point of intersection of tN 
West Chester. Pa., omnirange 314* and th* 
Allentown. Pa, omnirange 228’ nuCtU 
Potts town. Pa.. omnirange station: points 
Intersection of the Pottstown omntnmfl 
104 and the Colts Neck omnirange N-* 
radials; to the Colts Neck, N. J.. onminnp 
station; • • •» 

VOR civil airway So. 1506 (San Franeitto. 
Calif., to Washington, D. C.) (see | 6066164 
of this chapter). • • •; from the Bonnerllk- 
Utah. omnirange station via the Sait U*i 
City, Utah, omnirange station; Fori Bridfl*. 
Wyo., omnirange station; Rock Spring 
W’yo., omnirange station; Cherokee. 
omnirange station; to the Rock RiTer, Wjo. 
omnirange station; • • •; from the Appb* 
ton. Ohio, omnirange station via Z«in«TiBr 
Ohio, omnirange station; Morgantown, V. 
Va. omnirange station; Front Royal 
omnirange station; to the intersection « 
the Front Royal omnirange 112' and C* 
Washington terminal omnirange 245* **• 
dials; • • •. 

VOR civil airway So. 9 (Long Beach. CM* 
to Washington. D. C.) (set t 600.6608 of tw 
chapter ). • • •; from the Goshen, to® 
omnirange nut Ion; Findlay, Ohio, omflW 
station; Mansfield. Ohio, omnirange atotka. 
Intersect Ion of the Mansfield omnirange IN 
and the Pittsburgh omnirange 2iH radls* 
FitUburgh, Pa., omnirange station; 
burg. W. Va.. omnirange station; to tbtp 3 *®* 
of intersection of the Mnrtliuburs omntraap 
direct radial to the Washington. D. C- 
nal omnirange * tat Ion with the Pront 
Va„ omnirange 088* radial: • * *• - 4i 

VOR civil airway So. 144 (ChUMO. /« 
Wathington. D. C.) (see f €00 6144 °f 1 
chapter). • • • ; from the point of inter*** 
Uon of the Peotone. III., onmlrnn** 
radial to the Fort Wayne omnirange 
with the Chicago Heights. HU omnirange** 
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(rict HtfU&l to the Lafayette, Indomnirange 
[atitkOD. Fort Wayne. Ind., omnirange *ta- 
itiim. lnteracrtion of the Fort Wayne omnl- 
InnKt AW* and the Plndlay omnirange 270* 
Findlay, Ohio, omnirange station; to 
live Applet^'". Ohio, omnirange station; • • •. 

I 3 ee. 305. 52 Stftt. 084: 49 U. S. C. 425. Inter- 
| r rtu or applies mc. 601, 52 8tat. 1007. as 

I injfTvdcd. 49 U. 8. C. 551) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e. s. t. June 15. 1958. 

Iszal ] James T. Pyle. 

I Administrator of Civil Aeronautics . 

| Jvsz 2.1958. 

!f. B Doc 58-4251; Filed June 4, 1058; 
8:56a. m.| 
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TITLE 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chopper 1—Federal Trade Commission 

(Docket 6763] 

Pait 13—Dicest of Cease and Desist 
Or debs 

OMEGA CKEMXCAh CO., INC. 

Subpart —Advertising falsely or mis - 
kodingly: { 13.20 Comparative data or 
merits: f 13.170 Qualities or properties of 
product or service ; ft 13.205 Scientific or 
other relevant facts: ft 13.280 Unique na¬ 
ture or advantages. 


(8*c <J. 38 Stal 721; 15 U. 8. C. 40. Interpret 
or apply see. 8. 38 Stat. 719. as amended; 15 
C. 8. C. 45) | Cease and desist order, Omega 

Chemical Company. Inc., Jersey City. N. J., 
Oodcet 6753, May 2. 19581 


This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission chaining the manufacturer 
in Jersey City. N. J„ of Omega Oil" drug 
preparation with representing falsely in 
advertising in newspapers and by radio 
iu said product was an elective 
treatment and would afford complete and 
permanent relief of the symptoms and 
Psom of all kinds of arthritis, rheuma- 
tum, backaches, neuritis, and disorders 
« muscles and Joints, etc.; and provided 
• new type of relief, different and more 
JstQisive than that provided by com¬ 
petitive products. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
»r consent order, the hearing examiner 
his initial decision and order to 
and desist which became on May 2 
^J™*** 00 °* the Commission. 

Mow *° rCier l ° cease and desist is as 


fJ J*. That respondent, Omega 

ivnH h 0 * 1 Company, Inc., a corporation, 
a its officers, agents, representatives, 
'iwapioyees, directly or through any 
^Porate or other device. In connection 
SSL™ Bering for sale. sale, or dis- 
U*® drug preparation 
« 0l ) * or any Preparation of sub- 
^iaily similar composition or possess- 
similar properties, 
wr sold under the same name or 
other name, do forthwith 
£^and desist from, directly or indi- 

ieainr!f S ^ II l inatln8r 01 causing to be dis- 
Suu ^ w by means of the United States 
'*ccmn? 4 ‘r by .i a ? y meanB ln commerce, as 
u defined in the Federal 


Trade Commission Act, any advertise¬ 
ment which represents, directly or by Im¬ 
plication, that Omega Oil: 

<a> Is an adequate, effective or reli¬ 
able treatment for, or will afford com¬ 
plete relief of, any kind of arthritis or 
other disorder of Joints, rheumatism, 
backache or neuritis, or the symptoms 
or manifestations thereof: or has any 
beneficial effect in any of such conditions 
or disorders in excess of affording tem¬ 
porary relief of the minor'aches or pains 
thereof or the discomforts caused by 
such aches or pains. 

<b) Penetrates into areas of structures 
below the skin or has a substantial direct 
effect upon structures of the body under¬ 
lying the area of application; but this 
Is not to be construed as prohibiting 
respondent from representing that this 
product affords temporary relief of the 
minor aches and pains arising in struc¬ 
tures underlying the area of application. 

ic> Provides a new type of relief, or a 
different or more extensive type of relief 
than that provided by competitive 
products. 

<d> Provides any relief of pain for 
many hours or for any specific number 
of hours. 

2. Disseminating or causing to be dis¬ 
seminated any advertisement, by any 
means, for the purpose of inducing, or 
which is likely to induce, directly or in¬ 
directly, the purchase in commerce, as 
“commerce" Is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act. of said drug 
preparation, which advertisement con¬ 
tains any of the representations pro¬ 
hibited in paragraph 1 hereof. 

By "Decision of the Commission" etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent herein 
shall, within sixty «60> days after serv¬ 
ice upon it of tills order, file with the 
Commission a report in writing setting 
forth in detail the manner and form in 
which it has complied with the order to 
cease and desist. 

Issued: May 2.1958. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 58-4222; Filed, June 4. 1958; 

8.50 a. m.) 


| Docket 6754| 

Part 13— Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

MENTHOLATUM CO.. INC. 

Subpart —Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: $ 13.20 Comparative data or 
merits: ft 13.170 Qualittcs or properties 
of product of service ; ft 13.205 Scientific 
or other relevant facts ; ft 13.280 
Unique nature or advantages. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Slat. 721; 15 U. 8. C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply Sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719. aa amend¬ 
ed; 15 U. S. C. 45) {Cease and dcaist order. 
The Mentholatum Company. Inc., Buffalo, 
N. Y.. Docket 6754. May 3. 1958J 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 


Commission charging the manufacturer 
In Buffalo. N. Y.. of "Menthol&tum Rub'* 
drug preparation with representing 
falsely in advertising in newspapers and 
by radio and television that said product 
w as an effective treatment for. and would 
afford complete and permanent relief of, 
the aches and discomforts of all kinds 
of arthritis, rheumatism, bursitis, neu¬ 
ralgia. and disorders of the muscles and 
Joints; provided a new type of relief, 
different and more extensive than that 
provided by other products, etc. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
for a consent order, the hearing exam¬ 
iner made his initial decision and order 
to cease and desist which became on 
May 3 the decision of the Commission. 

Said order to cease and desist Is as 
follows; 

It is ordered , That respondent. The 
Mentholatum Company. Inc., a corpora¬ 
tion. and its officers, agents, representa¬ 
tives, and employees, directly or through 
any corporate or other device, in connec¬ 
tion with the offering for sale, sale or 
distribution of the drug preparation 
"Mentholatum Deep Heat Rub", or any 
preparation of substantially similar 
composition or possessing substantially 
similar properties, whether sold under 
the same name or under any other name, 
do forthwith cease and desist from, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly: 

1. Disseminating or causing to be dis¬ 
seminated. by means of the United 
States mails or by any means in com¬ 
merce, as "commerce" is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act. any ad¬ 
vertisement which represents, directly or 
my implication, that Mentholatum Deep 
Heat Rub: 

<a) Is an adequate, effective or reli¬ 
able treatment for. the cure of. or will 
afford complete relief of. any kind of 
arthritis or other disorder of Joints, 
rheumatism, bursitis or neuralgia, or 
has a therapeutic effect on the symptoms 
or manifestations thereof; or has any 
beneficial effect in any of such conditions 
or disorders in excess of affording tem¬ 
porary relief of the minor aches or pains 
thereof or the discomforts caused by 
such aches or pains. 

< b» Penetrates into areas or st ructures 
below the skin or has a substantial 
direct effect upon structures of the body 
underlying the area of application; but 
this is not to be construed as prohibit¬ 
ing respondent from representing that 
this product affords temporary relief of 
the minor aches and pains arising In 
structures underlying the area of appli¬ 
cation. 

(c) Provides any relief of pain for 
many hours or for any specific number 
of hours. 

<d) Provides a new type of relief, or a 
different or more extensive type of 
relief than that provided by competitive 
products. 

2. Disseminating or causing to be dis¬ 
seminated any advertisement, by any 
means, for the purpose of inducing, or 
w hich is likely to induce, directly or in¬ 
directly, the purchase in commerce, as 
"commerce" is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act. of said drug 
preparation, which advertisement con- 
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tains any of the representations prohib¬ 
ited in paragraph 1 hereof. 

By ‘ Decision of the Commission’*, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It Is ordered, That the respondent 
herein shall within sixty <60> days after 
service upon it of this order, file with the 
Commission a report in writing setting 
forth in detail the manner and form in 
which it has complied with the order to 
cease and desist. 

Issued: May 2. 1958. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Robert M. Parrish. 

Secretary. 

IF R Doc. 58-4224: Filed, June 4. 1958. 

8:50 ft. m.) 


(Docket G755| 

Part 13— Digest or Cease and Desist 
Orders 

AMERICAN HOME PRODUCTS COUP,* 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mfs- 
leadingly: ft 13.170 Qualities or proper¬ 
ties of product or service; ft 13.205 Scien¬ 
tific or other relevant facts . 

(Sec. 8. 38 Stnt 721: 15 tJ S C 40 Inter- 
pret or apply aec. 5v.38 8t*t 719, <ui amended: 
15 U. S. C. 43 ) |Cease and desist order, Amer¬ 
ican Home Product* Corporation, New York, 
N Y . Docket 0755. May 8. 1958) 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a manufacturer In 
New* York City with representing falsely 
in advertising in newspapers and broad¬ 
cast by radio and television that its drug 
products *TnfraRub“ and “Heet'* were 
effective treatments and would afford 
complete relief of the pains and discom¬ 
forts of all kinds of arthritis, rheuma¬ 
tism. backache, and musclcaclics; that 
they penetrated below the skin and had 
a substantial effect upon the underlying 
body structures, etc. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
for a consent order, the hearing exam¬ 
iner made his initial decision and order 
to cease and desist which became on May 
2 the decision of the Commission. 

Said order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It Is ordered. That respondent. Ameri¬ 
can Home Products Corporation, a cor¬ 
poration, and its officers, agents, repre¬ 
sentatives and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device. 
In connection with the offering for sale, 
sale or distribution of the drug prepara¬ 
tions “InfraRub** and ‘*Heet*\ or any 
preparation of substantially similar 
composition or possessing substantially 
similar properties, whether sold under 
the same names or under any other 
name, do forthwith cease and desist 
from, directly or indirectly: 

1. Disseminating or causing to be dis¬ 
seminated. by means of the United States 
mails or by any means in commerce, aa 
‘'commerce” is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act, any advertise¬ 
ment which represents, directly or by 
implication: 


(a> That InfraRub is an adequate, ef¬ 
fective, or reliable treatment for. or will 
afford complete relief of, any kind of 
arthritis, rheumatism, backache, or the 
congestion or pressure thereof; or has 
any beneficial effect in any of such con¬ 
ditions or disorders in excess of affording 
temporary relief of the minor aches or 
pains thereof or the discomforts caused 
by such aches or pains. 

<b> That Heet is on adequate, effec¬ 
tive. or reliable treatment for. or will 
afford complete relief of. any kind of 
arthritis, rheumatism or backache; or 
has any beneficial effect in any of such 
conditions or disorders in excess of af¬ 
fording temporary relief of the minor 
aches or pains thereof or the discom¬ 
forts caused by such aches or pains. 

(c) That InfraRub or Heet: 

(1) Penetrates into areas or struc¬ 
tures below the skin or has a substantial 
direct effect upon structures of the body 
underlying the area of application; but 
this Is not to be construed as prohibit¬ 
ing respondent from representing that 
these products, or either of them, affords 
temporary relief of the minor aches and 
pains arising in structures underlying 
the area of application. 

(2) Provides any relief of pain for 
many hours or for any specific number 
of hours. 

2. Disseminating or causing to be dis¬ 
seminated any advertisement, by any 
means, for the purpose of Inducing, or 
which is likely to induce, directly or In¬ 
directly, the purchase in commerce, as 
• commerce” is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act. of said drug prep¬ 
arations. or either of them, which adver¬ 
tisement contains any of the representa¬ 
tions prohibited in paragraph I hereof. 

By Decision of the Commission,” etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered That the respondent 
herein shall witnin sixty <60> days after 
service upon it of this order, file with the 
Commission a report in writing setting 
forth in detail the manner and form in 
which it has complied with the order to 
cease and desist. 

Issued: May 2. 1958. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary, 

IF. R Doc. 58-4223: Filed, June 4. 1938; 

6:50 a. m.) . 


(Docket S9I0I 

Part 13— Digest or Cease and Desist 
Orders 

FOOD MART, INC., ET At. 

Subpart— Discriminating in price 
under section 2, Clayton Act , as 
amended —Payment or acceptance of 
commission, brokerage, or other com¬ 
pensation under 2 (c): I 13.810 Buyers * 
corporate or other agent . 

(See. 0. 38 Scat. 721: IS V. 8, C. 40. Interpret* 
or oppllc* acc. 2. 38 Stat. 730, aa Amended; 
IS U. 8. C. 13) (Ocoee and desist order. Food 
Mart, Inc. (El Paso, Tex ), at al„ Docket 0910, 
Muy 0. 1058J 


In the Matter of Food Mart, Inc,, a Cor. 
poraffon; Del Norte Frozen Foods, int, 
a Corporation; Davis Brokerage Com. 
pany . Inc., a Corporation; J. Spenctr 
Weed, Individually and as Chaimss 
of the Board and Director oj food 
Mart, Inc,; Gordon W. Foster, /*, 
dividually and as President and Di. 
rector of Food Mart, Inc., and Via 
President and Director of Del Sent 
Frozen Foods , Inc.; Robert // //o* 
Individually and as Executive Vice 
President and Director of Food Man, 
Inc,; Lawrence M. Davis, IndinducKi 
and as President and Director of Dtl 
Norte Frozen Foods , Inc., and as Presi¬ 
dent and Director of Davis Brokers# 
Company, Inc. 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a large Southwe; 
grocery chain operating some 60 retail 
stores In Texas and New Mexico, and hi 
two subsidiaries—a frozen foods distrib¬ 
utor and a broker of frozen food prod¬ 
ucts—with violating section 2 «c> erf the 
Clayton Act through receiving payment! 
of brokerage from suppliers as an inde¬ 
pendent broker through said broker in¬ 
termediary acting in fact for said grots? 
chain. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
for a consent order, the hearing exam¬ 
iner made his Initial decision and order 
to cease and desist which became ca 
May 6 the decision of the Commi^on. 

The order to cease and desut is u 
follows; 

It is ordered . That the rc: ponded 
Food Mart, Inc., a corporation. Del NorU 
Frozen Foods. Inc., a corporation, d* 
respondent J. Spencer Weed, individually 
and as an officer of Food Mart. Inc. tfc* 
respondent Gordon W. Foster indirids- 
ally and os an officer of Food Mart. lac. 
and of Del Norte Frozen Foods. Inc., aid 
respondent Lawrence M. Davis, indldd- 
ualiy and as an officer of Del Ncr? 
Frozen Foods, Inc., their respective rep¬ 
resentatives. agents and employees, di¬ 
rectly or through any corporate or other 
device, in connection with the purchstf 
of food products in commerce, as ' com¬ 
merce” is defined in the aforesaid CUT* 
ton Act, do forthwith cease and 
from; 

Receiving or accepting, directly orte* 
directly, from any seller anything d 
value as a commission, brokerage or od» 
compensation, or any allowance* or 
count in lieu thereof, upon any purchi* 
of food products for their own aceoutf 
or for the account of any of the 
corporations with which they are the 
directly or indirectly related as otGcff. 
employee, agent, representative, tat®* 
mediary or controlling stockholder. 

It is further ordered , That the re* 
spondents Davis Brokerage Comp*# 
Inc., a corporation, and Lawrence * 
Davis, individually and as an aflW ► 
the said Davis Brokerage Company. 
and their respective represents* 
agents and employees, directly a 
through any corporate or other 
in connection with the purchase of 
products in commerce, as °conuntf» 
is defined In the aforesaid Clayton A&| 
do forthwith cease and desist from: 
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Receiving or accepting, directly or in¬ 
directly. from any seller anything of 
vine as a commission, brokerage or 
other compensation, or any allowance 
or discount in lieu thereof, upon any 
PUtbaae of food products where the 
lodividu.il respondent Lawrence M. 
Davis or the Davis Brokerage Company, 
lac.. U the agent, representative or in¬ 
termediary acting for or in behalf of, or 
is subject to the direct or indirect con- 
Ml of the buyer, or of any of the officers 
of said buyer. 

It it further ordered . That the com¬ 
plaint be. and it hereby Is. dismissed as 
to respondent Robert H. Hoy. 

By -Decision of the Commission", 
ctr.. report of compliance was required 
u follows: # 

It is ordered , That the respondents 
Food Mart. Inc., a corporation: Del Norte 
Prosen Foods. Inc., a corporation: Davis 
Brokerage Company, Inc., a corporation: 
J. Spencer Weed, individually and as 
Chairman of the Board and Director of 
Food Mart. Inc.; Gordon W. Foster. Indi¬ 
vidually and as President and Director 
of Food Mart, Inc., and Vice President 
and Director of Del Norte Frozen F. ods. 
Inc.; and Lawrence M. Davis, individ¬ 
ually and as President and Director of 
Del Norte Frozen Foods, Inc., and as 
President and Director of Davis Broker¬ 
age Company, Inc., shall, within sixty 
days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with the order to cease and 
desist. 

Issued: May 6. 1958. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

|P R Djc 58 4205; Filed, June 4. 1958; 

8:50a. m.) 


(Docket 6939| 

Pm 13— Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

Windsor pen corp. et al. 

Subpart —Advertising falsely or mis - 
Indingly: f 13.155 Prices: Exaggerated 
regular and customary; fictitious 
»«king: « 13.205 Scientific or other rclc- 
nnif /acts. Subpart—FurnwMng means 
and fiufrumenfo/iftej of mlsrepresenta - 
fion or deception: $ 13.1056 Preticketing 
merchandise misleadingly. Subpart— 
Hhbrandlng or mislabeling: § 13.1280 
1 13.1320 Scientific or other rele - 
raitf fads. Subpart— Neglecting , im- 
or deceptively . to make material 
Closure: M3.1845 Composition. 

** C 38 Slat, 721; 15 U. 8. C. 46. Interpret 
* •Pply »ec. 5. 38 8tat. 719. a* amended; 15 
C. 45) | Ccsxmo and desist order, Windsor 

Corporation ct al.. New York, N. Y, 
****** May 2, 19581 
No. i io—a 
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In the Matter o/ Windsor Pen Corpora - 
lion, a Corporation . Windsor Pen Man¬ 
ufacturing Company , Inc., a Corpora¬ 
tion. Manor Merchandise Corporation. 
a Corporation . and Morris Fink. Indi¬ 
vidually and as an Officer of Said 
Corporations 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging three associated 
corporate enterprises in New York City, 
engaged in selling, principally to whole¬ 
salers and Jobbers, pens, pencils, tie 
clasps, cull links, watches, and other 
merchandise, with representing exces¬ 
sive. fictitious amounts as the regular 
retail prices of their products on price 
tags and in brochures and display sheets 
placed In the hands of their purchasers, 
and using the words "Advertised In Life" 
misleadingly in the same way: and with 
failing to disclose that gold appearing 
bezels on certain watch cases w'ere 
actually composed of base metal. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
for a consent order, the hearing ex¬ 
aminer made his initial decision and 
order to cease and desist which became 
on May 2 the decision of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Wind¬ 
sor Pen Corporation, a corporation. 
Windsor Pen Manufacturing Company, 
Inc., a corporation. Manor Merchandise 
Corporation, a corporation, and their 
officers, and Morris Fink, individually 
or as an officer of any of these corpora¬ 
tions and respondents' agents, repre¬ 
sentatives. and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the offering for sale, 
sale or distribution of pens, .pencils, tie 
clasps, cuff links, watches or any other 
merchandise, in commerce, as "com¬ 
merce" is defined in the Ffederal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

1. Representing, directly or by Impli¬ 
cation, that certain amounts are the 
usual and regular retail prices of mer¬ 
chandise when such amounts are in 
excess of the prices at which such mer¬ 
chandise is usually and regularly sold at 
retail. 

2. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation. that any item of merchandise 
has been advertised in Life magazine, or 
any other advertising medium, or has 
been advertised at a stated price, when 
such Is not a fact. 

3. Engaging in any practice or plan 
which would provide retailers of their 
merchandise with means of misrepre¬ 
senting the usual and regular retail 
prices or the extent of the advertising of 
such merchandise. 

4. Failing to reveal the true metal con¬ 
tent of watch cases or portion thereof 
which has the appearance of a different 
metal. 

By "Decision of the Commission", 
etc., report of compliance was required 
as follows: 

li is ordered. That the respondents 
herein shall, within sixty <60> days after 
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service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and form 
In which they have complied with the 
order to cease and desist. 

Issued : May 2,1958. 

By the Commission. 

I seal) Robert M. Parrisii. 

Secretary. 

|F. R Doc. S8-<230; Filed. June 4 . 1958; 
8:62 a.m.) 


(Docket 6946| 

Part 13—Digest of Cease and Desist 

Orders 

carls 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: { 13.30 Composttion of good:.: 
Fur Products Labeling Act: S 13.155 
Prices: Exaggerated os regular and cus¬ 
tomary; usual as reduced, special, etc. 
8ubpart— Invoicing products falsely: 
f 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely: Kur 
Products Labeling Act. Subpart— Mis¬ 
branding or mislabeling: } 13.1212 
Formal regulatory and statutory require¬ 
ments: Fur Products Labeling Act. Sub¬ 
part— Neglecting, unfairly or decep- 
ttvely. to make material disclosure: 
$ 13.1845 Composition: Fur Products 
Labeling Act: f 13.1852 Formal regula¬ 
tory and statutory requirements: Fur 
Products Labeling Act: l 13.1865 Manu¬ 
facture or preparation: Fur Products 
Labeling Act: $ 13.1883 Quality, grade or 
type of product: } 13.1900 Source or 
origin: Fur Products Labeling Act: 
Place. 

<Sec. 6. 38 Stnt 721; 15 V 8. C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5. 38 8tat. 710. a* Amended; 
8*c 8, 66 Sint. 179; 15 V. 8. C. 45. 691) 
(Crnae and desist order. Car!*#, San Antonio, 
Tex.. Docket 6946. May 1, 1B58J 

This proceeding w-as heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a furrier in San 
Antonio. Texas, with violating the Fur 
Products Labeling Act by failing to com¬ 
ply with the invoicing and labeling re¬ 
quirements; and by advertising in news¬ 
papers which failed to disclose the names 
of animals producing certain furs or 
named other animals, failed to disclose 
that certain products were artificially 
colored or were composed of cheap or 
waste fur, or to disclose the country of 
origin of imported furs and to set forth 
Information as required; and in such ad¬ 
vertising, representing fictitious prices 
as the usual prices and sale prices as 
reduced without maintaining the re¬ 
quired records as basis for such pricing 
claims. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
for consent order, the hearing examiner 
made his Initial decision and order to 
cease and desist which became on May 1 
the decision of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent. Carl's, 
a corporation, its officers, representa- 
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tives, agents and employees, directly or 
Indirectly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the in¬ 
troduction into commerce, or the sale, 
advertising, or offering for sole in com¬ 
merce, or the transportation or distribu¬ 
tion in commerce, of fur products, or in 
connection with the offering for sale, 
sale, advertising, transportation or dis¬ 
tribution of fur products which have 
been made in whole or in part of fur 
which had been shipped and received in 
commerce as •‘commerce**, “fur” and 
“fur product*’ are defined in the Pur 
Products Labeling Act do forthwith cease 
and desist from: 

A. Misbranding fur products by: 

1. Failing to affix labels to fur prod¬ 
ucts showing: 

<a> The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs 
contained in the fur product as set forth 
in the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions; 

(b) That the fur product contains or 
Is composed of used fur, when such U 
the fact; 

(c> That the fur product contains or 
Is composed of bleached, dyed, or other¬ 
wise artificially colored fur, when such 
is the fact; 

<d> That the fur product is composed 
In whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such 
is the fact: 

<e> The name, or other identification 
issued and registered by the Commission, 
of one or more persons who manufac¬ 
tured such fur product for introduction 
into commerce, introduced it into com¬ 
merce, sold it in commerce, advertised 
or offered it for sale in commerce, or 
transported or distributed it in com¬ 
merce; 

<f» The name of the country of ori¬ 
gin of any imported furs used in the fur 
product. 

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

1. Failing to furnish invoices to pur¬ 
chasers of fur products showing: 

(a> The name or names of the animal 
or animate producing the fur or furs con¬ 
tained in the fur product as set forth in 
the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions; 

<b» That the fur product contains or 
Is composed of used fur. when such is a 
fact; 

<c> That the fur product contains efr 
te composed of bleached, dyed, or arti- 
. flclally colored fur. when such is a fact: 

<d> That the fur product Is composed 
In whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such is 
a fact; 

(e> The name and address of the per¬ 
son issuing such invoices; 

(t) The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs contained In the 
fur product. 

<g> The item number or mark as¬ 
signed to a fur product. 

C. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the use of any 
notice, advertisement, representation or 


public announcement which is intended 
to aid, promote, or assist, directly or in¬ 
directly, In the sale or offering for sale 
of fur products and w’hich: 

1. Fails to disclose the name or names 
of the animal or animals producing the 
fur or furs contained in the fur product, 
as set forth In the Fur Products Name 
Guide, and as prescribed under the rules 
and regulations; 

2. Falls to disclose that fur products 
contain or arc composed of bleached, 
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored fur 
when such Is the fact; 

3. Fails to disclose that fur products 
arc composed in whole or in substantial 
part of paws, tails, bellies, or waste fur, 
when such is the fact; 

4. Contains the name or names of any 
animal or animals other than the name 
or names of the animal or animate that 
produced the fur from which the fur 
product was manufactured; 

5. Represents through comparative 
pricing claims that the regular or usual 
retail prices charged by respondents for 
fur products of similar grade and quality 
in the recent regular course of their busi¬ 
ness are the prices designated as the 
regular or usual prices when such is not 
the fact. 

6. Fails to disclose the name of the 
country of origin of the Imported furs 
contained in fur products. 

7. Fails to set forth all the information 
required under section-5 (a i of the Fur 
Products Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations thereunder in type of equal 
size and conspicuousness and in close 
proximity with each other. 

D. Makes price claims or representa¬ 
tions In advertisements respecting com¬ 
parative prices and reduced prices of 
furs or fur products unless there Is main¬ 
tained by respondents adequate records 
disclosing the facts upon which such 
claims or representations are based. 

By “Decision of the Commission*’, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That the respondent 
herein shall within sixty <60) days after 
service upon it of this order, file with the 
Commission a report in writing setting 
forth in detail the manner and form in 
which it has compiled with the order to 
cease and desist. 

Issued: May 1, 1958. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Robert M. Parrish. 

Secretary. 

IF R. Doc. 58-4234: Filed. June 4. 1958; 

8 53 *. m.J 


(Docket 0970) 

Part 13— Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

government employees exclusively 

ET AL. 

Subpart —Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: 3 13.73 Formal regulatory and 
statutory requirements: Fur Products 


* New. 


Labeling Act; $ 13.155 Prices: Compara¬ 
tive; percentage savings. 1 Subprtru- 
Invoicing products falsely: $ 13.1108 In¬ 
voicing products falsely: Pur Products 
Labeling Act. Subpart— Neglecting, 
fairly or deceptively, to make material 
disclosure: $ 13.1852 Formal regulators 
and statutory requirements: Fur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act; I 13.1865 Manufacture 
or preparation ; Fur Products Labeling 
Act. 

(8ec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 4C IiUerpnt 
or apply eec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, aa Amended; ace. 
8. 85 Stat. 179; 15 U. 8. C 45. 801) (Ce**? tad 
deslAt order. Government Employe* Exclu* 
■Ively (Sacramento, Colli.) et a).. L>xfcet 
0970. May 3.19581 

In the Matter of Government Employee* 
Exclusively, a Corporation, and Dacn 
Ehrenberg and Charles Ehrenberg.! n- 
dividually and as Copartners Trading 
as Ehrenberg Brothers 

This proceeding w as heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint ol the 
Commission charging furriers doing busi¬ 
ness in San Francisco and also operating 
the fur department of a store in Sacra¬ 
mento. Calif., with violating the Fur 
Products Labeling Act by invoicing prod¬ 
ucts falsely, and by advertising in news¬ 
papers which failed to disclose that cer¬ 
tain fur products were artificially colored 
and to set forth other required informa¬ 
tion. and which misrepresented 5cUinf 
prices and percentage reductions; and 
by failing to maintain adequate record* 
os a baste for such pricing claims. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
containing consent order, the hearing 
examiner made his Initial decision and 
order to cease and desist which became 
on May 3 the decision of the Commission 
The order to cease and desist is w 
follows: 

It Is ordered, That respondents Gov¬ 
ernment Employees Exclusively, a cor¬ 
poration. and its officers, and Dear! 
Ehrenberg and Charles Ehrenberg. indi¬ 
vidually and as copartners trading s» 
Ehrenberg Brothers or under any other 
trade name, and respondents* represent¬ 
atives, agents and employees, directly 
or through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the introduction into 
commerce, or the sale, advertisin oiler- 
* ing for sale, transportation or distribu¬ 
tion of fur products in commerce, or in 
connection with the sale, adverttitel 
offering for sale, transportation or dis¬ 
tribution of fur products which h* 1 * 
been made in whole or in part ox fur 
which has been shipped and received Uj 
commerce, as “commerce 4 *, “tur" 

“fur product” are defined In the Fur 
Products Labeling Act. do forthwiui 
cease and desist from: 

A. Falsely or deceptively invoicing 
products by falling to furnish Invoices to 
purchasers of fur products showing 
(1) The name or names of the anunn 
or animals producing the fur or iurs 
contained in the fur product, as 
forth in the Fur Products Nam* C»uw 
and as prescribed under the rules ana 
regulations; 

(2* That the fhr product contains £ 
is composed of used fur, when such la t» 
fact; 
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< 3 * That the fur product contains or 
to composed of bleached, dyed, or other¬ 
wise artificially colored fur, when such 

U the fact; 

That the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur. when such is 

the fact; 

<5> The name and address of the per¬ 
son issuing such invoice; 

16 ) The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs contained in a fur 

product; 

B. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the use of any ad¬ 
vertisement. public announcement, or 
notice which is Intended to aid, promote 
or assist, directly or indirectly. In the 
sale or offering for sale of fur products, 
and which: 

(1) Fails to disclose that fur products 
contain or are composed of bleached, 
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored fur, 
when such Is the fact; 

<3> Falls to set forth the information 
required under Section 5 <a) of the Fur 
Products Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder in 
type of equal size and conspicuousness 
and in close proximity with each other; 

<3> Represents, directly or by Implica¬ 
tion. the aggregate retail prices of fur 
products when such claims and represen¬ 
tations are not true in fact; 

<4> Represents through percentage 
tarings claims that the regular or usual 
retail prices charged by respondents for 
fur products of similar grade and qual¬ 
ity tn the recent regular course of their 
business are reduced in direct propor¬ 
tion to the percentage of savings stated 
when such is not the fact; 

(5) Contains any qualifying statement 
or statements in regard to representa¬ 
tions concerning the retail selling prices 
of fur products unless such qualifying 
statement or statements are set forth 
prominently, conspicuously and in suffi¬ 
ciently close conjunction with said repre¬ 
sentations os to avoid deception; 

C. Making percentage savings claims 
In advertising unless there are main¬ 
tained by respondents full and adequate 
records disclosing the facts upon which 
luch claims are based. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 

follows: 


Jf li ordered. That respondents Got 
munem Employees Exclusively, a coi 
Portion, and Dewey Ehrenborg ar 
thane* Ehrenberg. individually and i 
copartners trading as Ehrenberg Brotl 
RhflU * within sixty <60> days aft* 
upon them of this order, file wit 
commission a report in writing, se 
Tn 8 rf? ln detA U the manner and fon 
n wn ch they have complied with tl 
onkr 1* cease and desist. 

k$ued: May 2, 1958, 

By the Commission. 


fteul 

* Doc, 


It08*itT M. Parrish, 
Secretary. 

58-4231; Filed. June 4. 1958; 
6:52 a. m.| 


(Docket 6092 J 

Part 13— Digest or Cease and Desist 
Orders 

JOSKE BROTHERS CO. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: i 13.73 Formal regulatory and 
statutory rccruircments: Fur Products 
Labeling Act; jl 13.155 Prices: Exagger¬ 
ated as regular and customary; percent¬ 
age savings; usual as reduced, special, 
etc. Subpart— Invoicing products false¬ 
ly: i 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely: 
Fur Products Labeling Act. Subpart— 
Misbranding or mislabeling: f 13.1280 
Price. Subpart— Neglecting, unfairly or 
deceptively, to make material disclosure: 
$ 13.1845 Composition: Fur Products 
Labeling Act; $ 13.1852 Formal regula¬ 
tory and statutory requirements: Fur 
Products Labeling Act; $ 13.1865 Manu¬ 
facture or preparation: Fur Products 
Labeling Act: i 13 1816 Quality, grade or 
type of product; $ 13.1900 Source or 
origin: Fur Products Labeling Act: Place. 

(Sec. 0. 38 Slat 721; 15 U. 6- C. 40 Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 suit. 719, as amended; 
Sec. 8. 85 Stat. 179; 16 U. S. C. 45. 69X) 

| Cease and detUi order. Joeke Brother* Com¬ 
pany. San Antonio. Tex.. Docket 6993, May 7. 
1958] 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging furriers in San An¬ 
tonio. Texas, with violating the Fur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act by labeling which con¬ 
tained fictitious prices and misrepre¬ 
sented the regular retail selling prices; 
by invoicing which did not comply with 
the requirements; by advertising which 
failed to disclose the names of animals 
producing certain furs, the country of 
origin of Imported furs, and the fact that 
certain products contained artificially 
colored, or cheap or waste, fur. and which 
represented falsely price reductions and 
percentage savings; and by failing to 
maintain adequate records on which the 
pricing claims w'cre based. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
for a consent order, the hearing exam¬ 
iner made his initial decision and order 
to cease and desist which became on 
May 7 the decision of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is us 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent Joske 
Bros Co., a corporation, and its officers, 
whether trading as Joske’s of Texas or 
any other trade name, or in any other 
manner, and respondent’s represent¬ 
atives, agents, nnd employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the introduction into 
commerce, or the sale, advertising, or 
offering for sale in commerce, or the 
transportation or distribution in com¬ 
merce of fur products, or in connection 
with the sale, advertising, offering for 
sale, transportation, or distribution of fur 
products which have been made in whole 
or in part of fur which has been shipped 
and received in commerce, os “com¬ 
merce”. “fur”, and ”fur product” are de¬ 
fined In the Fur Products Labeling Act. 
do forthwith cease and desist from: 

A. Misbranding fur products by: 

1. Representing on labels affixed to 
tho fur products or in any other man¬ 


ner, that certain amounts are the regu¬ 
lar and usual prices of fur products when 
such amounts are in excess of the prices 
at which respondent usually and cus¬ 
tomarily sold such products in the recent 
regular course of its business. 

B Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

1. Failure to furnish invoices to pur¬ 
chasers of fur products showing: 

(a> The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs con¬ 
tained in the fur product as set forth in 
the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the Rules and Regu¬ 
lations; 

*b> That the fur product contains or 
Is composed of used fur. when such is the 
fact; 

(c) That the fur product contains or 
is composed of bleached, dyed, or other¬ 
wise artificially colored fur, when such 
is the fact; 

<d> That the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such is 
the fact; 

<e> The name and address of the per¬ 
son issuing such invoice; 

it) The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs contained ln a fur 
product; 

<g> The item number or mark as¬ 
signed to a fur product; 

2. Setting forth information required 
under section 5 <b> <1> of the Fur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act and the rules and reg¬ 
ulations thereunder in abbreviated form. 

C. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the use of any ad¬ 
vertisement, representation, public an¬ 
nouncement. or notice which Is Intended 
to aid. promote or arsist, directly or in¬ 
directly. in the sale or offering for sale 
of fur products, and which: 

1. Falls to disclose: 

(a) The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs con¬ 
tained in the fur product, as set forth 
In the Fur Products Nume Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions; 

<b> That the fur product contains or 
is composed of bleached, dyed, or other¬ 
wise artificially colored fur, when such 
Is the fact; 

tc> 7hat the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies or waste fur when such is 
the fact; 

*d> The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs contained in a fur 
product. 

2. Represents directly or by implica¬ 
tion that the regular or usual price of 
any fur product, is any Amount which is 
in excess of the price at which the re¬ 
spondent has usually atid customarily 
sold such products in the recent and reg¬ 
ular course of its business. 

3. Represents directly or indirectly 
through percentage savings claims, that 
the regular or usual retail prices charged 
by respondent for fur products in the 
recent regular course of its business, are 
reduced in direct proportion to the 
amounts of savings stated, when con¬ 
trary to the fact. 

D. Making price claims or representa¬ 
tion ln advertisements respecting re- 
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duced prices, comparative prices or per¬ 
centage savings of fur products, unless 
there ore maintained by respondent 
adequate records disclosing the facts 
upon which such claims or representa¬ 
tions are based. 

By “Decision of the Commission", etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is further ordered . That the re- 
spopdent. Joske Brothers Company, a 
corporation, shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon it of this order, file 
with the Commission a report, in writ¬ 
ing. setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which it has complied 
with the order to cease and desist con¬ 
tained in the aforesaid initial decision. 

Issued: May 7, 1938. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] Robert M Parrish. 

Secretary. 

IP. H. Doc. 58-4233; Piled. June 4. 1968; 

8:53 a. m | 


(Docket 7063| 

Part 13— Digest or Cease and Desist 
Orders 

WASHINGTON FORGE. INC.. ET AL. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis - 
leadingly: $ 13.130 Manufacture or prep- 
oration; ft 13.155 Prices: Exaggerated as 
regular and customary: fictitious mark¬ 
ing. Subpart— Furnishing means and 
instrumentalities of misrepresentation 
or deception :.ft 13.1056 Preticketing mer¬ 
chandise misleadingly. Subpart— Mis¬ 
branding or mislabeling: ft 13.1255 Afan- 
ufacture or preparation; ft 13.1280 Price. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stmt. 721; 15 U 8 C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply aec 6, 38 Stat. 719. aa Amended; 
15 U. 8. C 45) (Ceaae And denim order. Wash¬ 
ington Porge, Inc., et al.. Engll&htown, N. J. # 
Docket 7053, May 3. 1058] 

In the Matter of Washington Forge , /tic.. 

a Corporation. Milton Berger and Anna 

Berger. Individually and as Officers of 

Said Corporation 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging manufacturers of 
tableware and cutlery in Englishtown. 
N. J., with representing fictitious and 
excessive amounts as the usual retail 
prices, and representing falsely that cer¬ 
tain products, actually coated with a thin 
finish by electrolysis, were “24 Karat 
gold plated", in their catalogs, promo¬ 
tional literature and letters, on contain¬ 
ers. and on tags and labels affixed to 
their products. 

Following acceptance of an agreement 
containing consent order, the hearing ex¬ 
aminer made his initial decision and 
order to cease and desist which became 
on May 3 the dectsion of the Com¬ 
mission. 

The oitler to dfcase and desist is as 
follows: 

ft is ordered. That respondents. Wash¬ 
ington Forgo. Inc., a corporation, and its 
officers, and Milton Berger and Anna 
Berger, Individually and as officers of said 


corporation, and their agents, repre¬ 
sentatives and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, in 
connection with the offering for sale, sale 
or distribution of tableware, cutlery or 
other articles of merchandise, in com¬ 
merce, as “commerce** is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act. do forth¬ 
with cease and desist from, directly or 
indirectly: 

1. Representing, by preticketing or in 
any other manner, that a certain amount 
is the customary or usual retail price of 
said merchandise when said amount is 
in excess of the price at which said mer¬ 
chandise is customarily and usually sold 
at retail: 

2. Furnishing said merchandise to 
others which has been preticketed with 
a price or amount in excess of the price 
or amount at which such merchandise is 
customarily and usually sold at retail; 

3. Representing that the finish of any 
part of said merchandise is rolled gold 
plate unless said finish is of the desig- 
nated.carat fineness applied in the man¬ 
ner and to the thickness characteristic 
of rolled gold plate, or otherwise repre¬ 
senting that said finish is other than 
what it is in fact. 

By “Decision of the Commission", etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It if ordered That Washington Forge. 
Inc., a corporation, Milton Berger and 
Anna Berger, individually and as officers 
of said corporation, shall, within sixty 
(60 > days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing, setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with the order to cease and 
desist. 

Issued: May 2, 1958. 

By the Commission. 

(seal) Robert M. Parrish. 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc 68 4232; Filed. Juno 4. 1958; 

8:52 a. m.) 


TITLE 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chopter I—Food ond Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare 

Swbchopt*r C—Orvgi 

Part 146— General Regulations roR the 
Certification of Antibiotic and Anti¬ 
biotic-Containing Drugs 

certification fees 

Under the authority vested in the Sec¬ 
retary of Health. Education, and Wel¬ 
fare by the Federal Food. Drug, and Cos¬ 
metic Act (sec. 507 tb> (5). 59 Stat. 463. 
as amended; 21 U. S. C. 357 <b) (5)) and 
delegated to the Commission of Food 
and Drugs by the Secretary (22 F. R. 
1045). the regulations for the certifica¬ 
tion of animal feed containing antibiotic 
drugs (21 CFR 146.8. 146.26) are 

amended as indicated below: 

1. In ft 146.8 Fees, paragraph <f> ia 
amended by deleting the period at the 
end thereof and adding the following 
phrase: “and ft 146.28." 


2. Section 146.26 Is amended by add¬ 
ing thereto the following new part- 
graphs: 


<c> l Reserved.! 

<d> Fees. The fees for the service*, 
rendered with respect to each applies- 
tion for an exemption from certification 
under the regulations in paragraph <b> 
of this section, and for each amendment 
thereto, shall be: 

(1) $10.00 for each initial application 
for exemption from certification pro¬ 
vided only one medicated feed formula 
is contained therein. 

(2) $5.00 for each additional medi¬ 
cated feed contained in the application 
and for each additional medicated feed 
described in each amendment to such 
application. 

The fee prescribed by this paragraph 
shall accompany each application and 
each amendment to such application 
unless such fee is covered by an advance 
deposit maintained in accordance with 
ft 146.8 <d). 


Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective on July 1, 1958, since in¬ 
formal notice of Its provisions has been 
given to the members of the affected 
industry, since its publication was post¬ 
poned at the request of a member of that 
industry, and since it will facilitate ac¬ 
counting practices if it Is made effective 
at the beginning of a fiscal year, and I 
so find. / 

Notice and public procedure are not 
necessary prerequisites to the promulga¬ 
tion of this order, and I so find, since 
the fees set forth herein are necessary 
in order to provide, equip, and maintain 
an adequate certification service for 
the antibiotic and antibiotic-contiunlni 
drugs. 

(See. 701. 52 81at 1055, an amended. It 
U. 8. C. 371. Interprets or applies pec «ff. 
69 8tat. 463, aa amended; 2i U. S C 357) 

Dated: May 29. 1958. 

[seal] Geo. P. Larrick. 

Commissioner of Food and Prugi. 

[T. R. Doc 58-4235; Filed, June 4, 

8:53 a. m | 


TITLE 29—LABOR 

Chapter V—Wage and Hour Division, 
Department of Labor 

Part 522— Employment of Learnem 
miscellaneous amendments 

Notice was published in the Fn**' x 
Register on April 22, 1958 (23 F- ^ 
2643) that the Acting Administrator o. 
the Wage and Hour Division. Unnec 
States Department of Labor. proposed* 
amend the regulations heretofore 
pursuant to section 14 of the Fair I^or 
Standards Act of 1938. as amended UM 
Stat. 1068. as amended: 29 U. S C 
which provide for the employment * 
learners in the cigar industry at 
lower than the wage 
section 6 of the Act <29 CFR 
522.85). Interested persons were tnw» 
to submit In writing any data. 
arguments pertaining to the P r °P°" 
on or before May 8. 1958. The onjj 
spouses were received from the u* 
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Makers International Union of America 
approving the proposal and from the 
Consolidated Cigar Corporation noting 
but expressing no views on the proposal. 

The purposes of those amendments are 
to increase tho wage rates presently au¬ 
thorized for learne r oc cupations in the 
cigar industry (29 CFR 522.85> from 80 
and 87!-j cents per hour to 85 cents and 
Wi cents per hour, respectively; to 
clarify the regulations by making it clear 
that the proportion of learners that mny 
be utilized in an establishment is based 
upon the ratio of the number of learners 
to the total number of factory produc¬ 
tion workers, rather than the number of 
factory production workers encaged in 
each authorized learner occupation: and 
to limit the references contained in the 
regulations to the making of Italian 
stogies, to the making of Italian stogies 
by hand. 

In accordance with section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 
238, 5 U. S. C. 1003) and pursuant to 
authority contained in section 14 of the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 <52 
Stat. 1060, as amended; 29 U. S. C. 214), 
Reorganization Plan No. 6 of 1950 <64 
Stat. 1263, 3 CFR, 1950 Supp., p. 165>. 
and General Orders Nos. 45-A <15 F. R. 
3290 > and 85-A (22 F. R. 7614) of the 
Secretary of Labor, and after giving full 
consideration to all relevant matters pre¬ 
sented. i hereby adopt the amendments 
as proposed and as set forth below. 

1 Paragraph (a) of 3 522.82 Is amend¬ 
ed to read as follows: 


(a) The number of learners which any 
employer may be authorized to employ 
by any certificate issued to meet normal 
labor turnover needs shall not exceed 
on any one workday ten percent of tire 
total number of factory production 
vorkcra In the plant: Provided , however. 
That in plants employing less than 100 
Production workers, a maximum of ten 
wner/j may be authorized. 

2 Section 522.83 is amended to read as 

snows: 


1522.83 Learner occupations. Spe¬ 
cial certificates may be issued authoriz- 
the employment of learners in the 
cUior industry in the occupations of 
cigar machine operating: cigar packing: 

bunch making; hand roiling: hand 
®~ lR Italian stogies; hand stripping; 
*nd machine st ripping. 


»m ^ ,rft(:rn Ph (a> of i 522.84 1 

b * v rev tel n & the clause concern 
{ 7 . the learning period for makln 
*jian stogies to rend: “for hand makin 
i £ 5 t °gtes. 640 hours 
J-wamph <a> of 8 522.85 I 

taxied to read as follows: 


tJ ** subtninimum rates which may 
irJt * ^? rlZDd ^ Wdal certificates 1 s- 
in the cigar Industry shall be not less 
.rj 05 cent* Per hour In the occupations 
ctsar machine operating and cigar 
!?*• n °t less than 85 cents per hour 
hour f 480 hour * nnd Mi cents per 
curir tbe sec °hd 480 hours in the oc- 
, of hand rolling and hand 
making; not 1 ° 5S than 85 cents 
.if the flrst 320 hours and 92^ 
in th? T * or the second 320 hours 
, Pupation of hand making 
n stogies; and not less than 85 cents 


per hour In the occupations of hand 
stripping and machine stripping. 

(See. 14. 52 Stat. 1068, as amended; 29 
U. 8. C. 214) 

These amendments shall take efTect 
July 6.1958. 

£l?ncd at Washington. D. C., this 31st 
day of May 1958. 

Clarence T. Lunuquist. 
Acting Administrator. 

|F. R. Doc.* 58-1237; Filed, June 4. 1958. 
8:54 a. in.] 


TITLE 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter XI—National Guard and 

State Guard, Department of the 

Army 

Part 1101—National Guard Regulations 
burial 

Section 1101.41 is revised to read as 
follows: 

$ 1101.41 Burial—fa) Purpose. The 
purpose of this section is to provide the 
authority and procedure for the care and 
disposition of remains of Army National 
Guardsmen entitled to burial from 
Federal funds. 

<b> Policy. The provisions of the fol¬ 
lowing regulations are applicable to the 
Army National Guard, except as modi¬ 
fied In this section: 

<1) Sections 536.50 to 536.54 of this 
title. 

(2> AR 638-45 (Administrative Army 
regulations pertaining to deceased per¬ 
sonnel ). 

<c> Eligibility. Members of the fed¬ 
erally recognized Army National Guard 
of the several States who die while: 

<I) On active duty for training or 
while performing authorized travel to or 
from such service. 

<0 Those on setive duty for training 
under the provisions of the Reserve 
Forces Act of 1955. as amended. 

(U) Those on all other active duty for 
training. 

(2> On inactive duty training pur¬ 
suant to proper authority. 

(3) Hospitalized or undergoing treat¬ 
ment at Government expense, as author¬ 
ized by law. for Injuries, illness or disease 
contracted or incurred wjille on active 
duty for training or performing author¬ 
ized travel thereto or therefrom, or while 
on Inactive duty training pursuant to 
proper authority. 

<d> Limitation on burial expenses, 
i 1) Payment of burial expenses Is limited 
to an amount not exceeding that allowed 
by the Government for such services. 
The amount allowed will be in accord¬ 
ance with the following limitations; 

t|) If death occurred within the radius 
of a Contract for Care of Remains (nor¬ 
mally 30 miles) reimbursement for serv¬ 
ices obtainable under the contract will 
be limited to the amount of the contract. 

(11) If the place of death was not with¬ 
in the radius of a Contract for Care of 
Remains, reimbursement for removal, 
preservation, casket and outside box (or 
cremation and an urn), clothing, and 
hearse service will be limited to a maxi¬ 
mum of $400. 


Oil) Reimbursement for transporta¬ 
tion will be limited to the amount for 
which the Government could have ob¬ 
tained required common carrier trans¬ 
portation. 

Civ) Reimbursement for interment ex¬ 
penses may not exceed $125 if interment 
is In a civilian cemetery, or $75 if burial 
Is in a national or post cemetery. 

<2) The National Guard Bureau Is the 
government agency authorized to deter¬ 
mine the amount of expenses payable 
from Federal funds in cases involving 
Army National Guard personnel In the 
categories set forth in paragraph (c) ( 1 ) 
Cii), (2) and (3) of this section. Ac¬ 
cordingly. all requests for payment will 
be approved by the National Guard Bu¬ 
reau prior to forwarding to the disbursing 
office for payment. 

(3) The Active Army will be respon¬ 
sible for care of remains of Army Na¬ 
tional Guard personnel within the pur¬ 
view of paragraph <c) < 1 ) (I) of this 
section. The Installation at which death 
occurs, or the nearest Installation will 
take action in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of AR 638-45 (referred to in para¬ 
graph <b> < 2 > of this section). 

(i) Costs for services obtained by 
Active Army installations, either under 
annual contract or by negotiated one¬ 
time contract, will be paid from funds 
available to the United States Property 
and Fiscal Officer of the State concerned. 
The Installation will cite active Army 
funds in payment and will submit a 
Standard Form 1080 to the National 
Guard Bureau to effect reimbursement 
from National Guard funds. 

(ii) Bills for services obtained by rel¬ 
atives will be forw arded to The Quarter¬ 
master General for evaluation and ap¬ 
proval. Recommendation for payment 
will be made to the National Guard Bu¬ 
reau for transmittal to the United 8 tatos 
Property and Fiscal Officer of the 8 tatc 
concerned, for payment. 

<e> Authorised expenses. <1> For 
Army Notional Guard personnel as indi¬ 
cated in paragraph <c) ( 1 ) (U), ( 2 ) and 
(3) of this section. 

(i) Recovery and identification of 
remain*. 

(il) Items of care and preparation. 

<a> Notification to the next of kin or 
other appropriate person. 

(b > Embalming and other preservative 
measures. 

<c) Hearse for removing remains from 
the place of death to a funeral director's 
establishment and for delivery of remains 
to a local cemetery or a common carrier 
terminal. 

«d) Funeral director's services. 

(e> Casket (or suitable receptacle for 
cremation purposes), and/or urn, with 
outside box when required. 

(/) Burial and shipping permits. 

(ill) Cremation only upon written re¬ 
quest of the person recognized as the one 
to direct disposition of remains. 

Uv> Clothing. 

(a) The clothing of the deceased will 
be used to clotho the remains, if available 
and in a clean and serviceable condition. 

ib) When decedent's own clothing is 
not available, or is not suitable for burial, 
necessary clothing will be provided. 

it) Suiting underclothing and hose; 
complete appropriate uniform (except 
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shoes. caps, and gloves) commensurate 
with the gTade of the deceased at the 
time of death; and complete insignia of 
grade, organization and service, cam¬ 
paign ribbons, and ribbons Indicating 
decorations and awards. 

<2) The uniform clothing will be satis¬ 
factory and complete in every detail as 
to size and fit, and will be clean and 
pressed. The utmost care will be taken 
to assure that proper insignia and ribbons 
are furnished and a nixed. 

( 3 ) No clothing will be provided when 
remains are mutilated to such an extent 
that it is impossible to dress them in 
the normal manner. Such remains will 
be wrapped in suitable cloth material. 

(c) Clothing issued as indicated above 
will not be made a charge against the ac¬ 
counts of the deceased. Accountability 
and responsibility for such Items of 
issued clothing will be terminated upon 
execution by the responsible officer of 
statement on DA Form 447 (.Turn-in- 
Slip) substantially as follows: •' 

Upon request of ........... legal next of 

kin of the deceased___ the items of 

clothing enumerated above were Issued to 
clothe his remains for funeral purposes. At 
the time of his death, the deceased was a 
member in good standing In this organization. 

<d> In the case of an officer or a war¬ 
rant officer who U not entitled to issue 
clothing or in the case of any enlisted 
man where neither his own clothing nor 
issue clothing is available, necessary 
clothing may be purchased chargeable to 
funds available for disposition of the re¬ 
mains. 

<v> Flag. An interment flag to drape 
the casket and to be presented to the 
legal next of kin after the funeral. The 
interment flag will be issued by the 
United 8 tates Property and Fiscal officer 
to the organization commander of the 
deceased. The signature of the organi¬ 
zation commander on the document of 
issue will constitute a valid credit docu¬ 
ment for accountability purposes. 

(vi) Transportation. <a> Necessary 

transportation is authorized to ship the 
remains (accompanied by an escort of 
one person, who is authorized round trip 
transportation and other prescribed ex¬ 
penses from Federal funds) to any town 
or city, in either the United States or its 
possessions or in a foreign country, des¬ 
ignated by the person directing disposi¬ 
tion of remains, or to a national or post 
cemetery. 

<b> If the destination designated is a 
common carrier terminal, common car¬ 
rier transportation will be used for the 
entire distance. If the destination desig¬ 
nated is not u common carrier terminal, 
common carrier transportation will be 
used from the place of death to the com¬ 
mon carrier terminal nearest the desti¬ 
nation and hearse transportation may be 
used from the common carrier terminal 
nearest the destination to the destina¬ 
tion. 

ivii) Services included in Interment 
allowances. The allowance may include 
the usual and customary services of 
interment, such as hearse for the remains 
from the common carrier terminal to the 
cemetery and/or any intermediate 
points; church services or clergyman’s 
fee; obituary notices; vault; limousine 
for the immediate family to and from the 


cemetery; the services of a funeral direc¬ 
tor. including the use of his facilities and 
equipment; grave site or crypt; opening 
and closing of the grave; and use of the 
cemetery equipment. 

<f> Procurement of Initial services 
incident to preparation of remains —( 1 ) 
Now obtained. Services and merchan¬ 
dise incident to preparation of remains 
for shipment or burial will be obtained in 
one of the following ways: 

(1) Under contract. 

ill) By negotiation. 

(iii) By next of kin. 

(2) Under contract . When, in the ab¬ 
sence of the person having the riRht to 
direct disposition, or at the specific re¬ 
quest of such person. Army National 
Guard commanders are responsible for 
arranging for preparation of remains. 
Active Army contracts will be utilized 
In every instance, if possible under the 
provisions of the established mileage 
radius and Item 3, Specification 4, 
thereof. 

(3) By negotiation . When. In the ab¬ 
sence of the person having the right to 
direct disposition, or at the specific re¬ 
quest of such person, commanders are 
responsible for arranging for preparation 
of remains for burial or shipment. If 
no contract for Care of Remains is in 
effect, the required services in each indi¬ 
vidual case will be obtained by negotia¬ 
tion. 

(4) By next of kin , In instances 
where relatives make arrangements with 
a funeral director for preparation of 
remains, or in which relatives wish to 
select the merchandise to be used, com¬ 
manders should make no attempt to par¬ 
ticipate in or interfere with the arrange¬ 
ments. Participation by commanders 
under such circumstances should be con¬ 
fined solely to advising relatives of their 
rights to make claim for reimbursement 
in whatever amount the National Guard 
Bureau may determine to be allowable. 

<g> Reimbursement for expenses 
borne by individuals. When expenses for 
a deceased person are borne by an Indi¬ 
vidual or individuals, reimbursement 
may be made to such individual or indi¬ 
viduals in an amount not in excess of 
limitations in paragraph id) of this 
section. 

|NOR 63. May 1. 19581 (Sec. 110. 70A SUt 
600: 32 U.S.C. 110) 

( seal 1 Herbert M. Jones. 

Major General. U. S . Army, 

The Adjutant General. 

(F R Doc, 58-4199; Filed, June 4. 1958; 
8:45 a. m ) 


TITLE 47—TELECOMMUNI¬ 
CATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

{Rules Arndt. 2-20] 

Part 2—Frequency Allocations and Ra¬ 
dio Treaty Matters; General Rules 
and Regulations 

DELETION or STATION SYMBOL FOR EACH 
* CLASS OF STATION 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the desirability of making certain 


editorial changes in 5 2.1 of its rules and 
regulations; and 

It appearing that the text of J 2.101 
of the rules, which listed station symbol, 
was deleted by Commission Order 
(mlmco 57652) released April 22. 1955; 
and 

It further appearing that the defini¬ 
tion of each class of station contained 
in I 2.1 of the rules is preceded by the 
symbol which designated that class ot 
station prior to the above mentioned 
deletion of the station symboh from 
S 2 . 101 ; and 

It further appearing that the station 
symbols in $ 2.1 arc not significant, in¬ 
sofar as Part 2 of the rules alone is con¬ 
cerned, without the list of symbols and 
the class of station designated by each 
symbol which was formerly contained in 
§ 2 . 101 ; and 

It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ments adopted herein ant editorial tn 
nature and, therefore, prior publication 
of notice of proposed rule makim: under 
the provisions of section 4 of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act is unnecessary 
and the amendment may become effec¬ 
tive immediately; and 

It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ments adopted herein are issued pursu¬ 
ant to authority contained In sections 4 
(i) and 303 <r) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, and section 
0.341 (a) of the Commission's Statement 
of Organization. Delegations of Author¬ 
ity and Other Information; 

It is ordered , This 29th day of May 
1958, that, effective June 5. 1958, 3 2.1 Is 
amended as set forth below. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066. as amended: 47 V 5 C 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 sut 
1082. as amended; 47 U. S. C. 303 j 

Released: June 2, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal) Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

Part 2 of the Commission s rules U 
amended as follows: 

Amend i 2.1 by deleting the station 
symbol from between the name and 
definition of each class of station, e. I» 
Aeronautical advisory station <PAA», 
Aeronautical fixed station (FXA>, 
would be amended to read AcronuuUciJ 
advisory station, Aeronautical fixed sU- 
tiofl. etc. 

IF. R. Doc. 58-4239: Filed, June 4, 

8.54 a. ra | 


(Rules Arndt. 3 114| 

(Docket No. 12064; FCC 58-5131 
Part 3—Radio Broadcast Services 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

1. On April 3.1956, Community Broad- 
casters Association, Inc,, filed with to* 
Commission a petition requesting 
rule making be instituted to wn* 0 - 
$$ 3.22 <d>. 3.41. 3,182 (a) <4>. 3.182 (V 
and 3.182 (w) of the rules and standani 
to authorize a horizontal increase w 
maximum power of Class IV sU "5S 
broadcast stations from the present 
watts to 1 kilowatt. 
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2. The petitioner contended that, 
unless difficulties presently confronting 
Class IV radio stations are alleviated, 
substantial numbers of these stations 
will be compelled to cease operations or 
to become daytime only stations, in many 
instances depriving their communities of 
the only local nighttime service. The 
petitioner asserted that the economic 
portion of these difficulties results from 
the increased number of higher powered 
daytime only stations and the advent 
and rapid expansion of the television 
industry; and that the technical portion 
derives from the problem of providing 
adequate local sendee to geographically 
expanded communities from unex¬ 
pended facilities of diminished efficiency 
due to the increased level of industrial 
noise and interference resulting from 
the increased use of local channels. The 
petitioner claimed that a mandatory 
horizontal power increase would serve to 
alleviate these difficulties and to extend 
the daytime primary service areas of 
many Class IV stations. 

3. The petitioner requested that 5 3.182 
(w> of the rules providing for a 1:1 in¬ 
terference ratio of desired groundwave 
to undcsired groundwave or adjacent 
channel stations (10 kc apart) be 
amended to specify on interference 
ratio of 1:2 desired to undesired ground- 
wave; on the basis of this amendment 
the Class IV station power increase 
“would not result In actual adjacent 
channel interference to any existing 
Regional or Clear Channel station.'* 
Subsequently, however, the petitioner 
furnished the Commission with the re¬ 
sults of engineering tests tending to show 
that less than half of the radio receivers 
cow in use have sufficient selectivity to 
give adequate performance in the face of 
adjacent channel interference ratios of 
1‘2 desired to undesired groundwave. 
Accordingly, the petitioner withdrew the 
request that 5 3.182 <w) be modified and 
proposed instead that the adjacent 
channel interference resulting from the 
Horizontal increase in power to 1 kilo¬ 
watt be specifically disregarded. 

4. Consideration of the original peti- 
Uon ed to the June 24. 1957 issuance of 
* of Proposed Rule Making (PCC 
57-8C0/46013) inviting comments on 
proposed amendments of 55 3.21 (c>, 

^ <d . 3.23.3.41. 3.87 (a).3.182 <a> < 4 >. 
V** <f > <v> of the rules to 

*°f Commission acceptance and 
consideration on a case-to-case basis of 
Iff 51 * station applications for daytime 

i !! Cr !, ases ,n power up to 1 kilowatt, 
utilizing directional antennas, if ncccs- 

10 Protect the normally protected 
contours of other stations. 

eiL Coi V? enta and R^Ply Comments 
Sir 3 wiUl the Commission through 
STiyy W. 1958 (Appendix II ) 1 have 
wtn studied. A decided majority of m- 
P^tto favor the Commission 
« «* forth In the Notice ol 
tMmJwt ' 1 ? u e Makin «- The opponents 
in \ V0 , general categories: those 
Doulr r °* a le#s restrictive increase in 

e^nuajjy M proposcd 5y the 

1111(1111050 to any in- 

m pow er for Class IV stations. 

Piiwi u port of the original document. 


6 . The opponents of any increase in 
power contend that the Commissions 
proposal would, in effect, divide Class 
IVs into stations unable to increase 
power because of economic, interna¬ 
tional. or resultant interference consid¬ 
erations; stations able to Increase power 
only by undertaking the considerable 
expense of establishing and maintaining 
direct ionalized operations; and stations 
qualifying for omnidirectional power in¬ 
creases through no merit of their own. 
This anticipated result is characterized 
as inequitable. 

7. The opponents of increased power 
further contend that other classes of sta¬ 
tions would be adversely affected by 
adjacent channel interference. One 
opponent requests that any decision be 
withheld pending a detailed study of the 
effect on radio service throughout the 
United States and possessions, and that 
rule making be withheld pending formal 
agreement thereon by all interested for¬ 
eign countries who may find this change 
"most unpalatable" and seek to "insti¬ 
tute some modifications of their own 
which may be most undesirable to the 
United States.** 

8 . The opponents also anticipate that 
authorization of higher power would 
result in crowding the local channels so 
as to preclude future assignments, "re¬ 
gionalizing" the character of local sta¬ 
tions, and inviting further requests for 
increased power and economic assistance 
from Class TV’s and other classes of sta¬ 
tions each Intent on benefiting at the 
other’s expense. 

9. The proponents of a horizontal 
power increase also note the implied 
daytime subdivision of Class TV’s into 
1.000 watt omnidirectional. 1.000 watt 
directional antenna, and 250 watt sta¬ 
tions, and object to the Commission’s 
proposal os offering minimal overall im¬ 
provement and tending to increase 
rather than alleviate the problems of the 
great number of stations which would 
fall Into the daytime directional and 250 
watts limited categories. 

10. Those proponents cite the high 
cost of directionalization, including di¬ 
rectional antenna, purchase price of a 
second site suitable for directional an¬ 
tenna installation and consequently 
probably not suitable for community 
coverage with 250 watts nighttime power, 
and establishment and operation of the 
second site in addition to continued op¬ 
eration of the original site. 

11. The petitioner originally conceded 
that a horizontal nighttime power in¬ 
crease would not extend present night¬ 
time service areas, but now contends 
that improved reception within those 
areas and enhanced competitive position 
as regards listener tuning would consti¬ 
tute results of distinct practical signifi¬ 
cance. 

12. An engineering study included with 
the petitioner s comments indicates that, 
in the case of thirty-five Class TV sta¬ 
tions proposed as typical, horizontal au¬ 
thorization of 1 kilowatt non-directional 
daytime power would result in new 
broadcast service to 865.000 persons and 
loss of service to 12 . 439 . 

13. Comments filed by Class TV sta¬ 
tions furnish much data in support of 


the petitioner's representation of the 
problems confronting this group. Com¬ 
petition from higher power daytime only 
stations and the unremunerative nature 
of nighttime operations are cited as fac¬ 
tors tending to render local broadcasting 
marginal without providing a satisfac¬ 
tory substitute for the service rendered 
by Class IV stations. The ability of this 
service to reach its intended local public 
is said to have deteriorated as electrical 
noise levels, broadcasting ou local and 
other channels, and decentralization of 
urban areas have increased. There ap¬ 
pears to be general agreement among 
Class IV stations filing comments as to 
the need for some course of action de¬ 
signed to Improve their present situation. 

14. The proponents of the Commis¬ 
sion’s proposal recognize that the crite¬ 
ria to be applied would not result in equal 
benefits to all Class IV stations. In fact, 
many of these proponents are Class IV 
stations which have already determined 
that directional antennas would be a 
necessary part of their respective quali¬ 
fications for increased power. In at 
least one case possible non-eligibility for 
even a directionaiized increase has not 
affected the particular station*s support 
of the Commission’s proposal. Other 
proponents include several Class TV sta¬ 
tions which would qualify for omnidi¬ 
rectional power increases with resultant 
increased daytime coverage. Including in 
one or more cases some area presently 
without any primary service. 

15. We do not believe that character¬ 
ization of the Commission’s proposal as 
inequitable because it would not result in 
equal gains for equal investments in each 
case constitutes a valid objection. No 
practicable modification of overall or 
presently considered allocations has as 
yet been devised to yield absolute equity 
or equal benefits to all stations with dele¬ 
terious effects to none. Thus the present 
choice is limited to several sets of in¬ 
equities: those presently in effect, as dis¬ 
cussed by the petitioner and various in¬ 
terested parties; those resulting from the 
Commission's proposal, as noted by its 
opponents; those resulting from a man¬ 
datory power increase without regard to 
individual problems or interference 
caused to other classes of stations; or 
those which would follow* from any other 
necessarily inequitable proposal. 

16. The objection that other classes of 
stations would be adversely affected by 
adjacent channel interference would 
seem to apply to a blanket power increase 
rather than to the Commission’s pro¬ 
posal of separate consideration of each 
application for increased power and un¬ 
modified retention of all present limita¬ 
tions on permissible interference. At 
least one Class III adjacent channel sta¬ 
tion filing comments has made this dis¬ 
tinction. but it is not clear that other 
opponents of any power increase have 
differentiated between proposals in this 
regard. The only data included with 
these comments consists of the statement 
that a particular station would receive 
interference from specified Class IV sta¬ 
tions operating at increased power under 
or presumedly under blanket authoriza¬ 
tion. In the absence of any engineering 
studies in support of the opponents* con- 
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tention, to require as a prerequisite to any 
decision that the proponents of increased 
power submit a detailed study of the 
totality of possible results, as one oppo¬ 
nent requests, would have the effect of 
delaying the decision beyond any pres¬ 
ently determinable date. 

17. In the Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making, the separate interests of Canada 
Mexico, and Cuba in employing powers in 
excess of 250 watts on local channels are 
discussed as indicative of the possibility 
of favorable negotiations on the proposed 
changes, provided that our rules would 
protect foreign stations from objection¬ 
able interference. The Notice explicitly 
states that adoption of these changes 
•'would in any case be subject to such re¬ 
vision of existing international agree¬ 
ments as might be required." Accord¬ 
ingly, fears of foreign retaliation result¬ 
ing in "chaotic interference conditions", 
as expressed by one opponent, appear to 
be without foundation. 

18. It Is possible that the proposed 
power increase might preclude an Inde¬ 
terminable amount of new service from 
hypothetical applicants at some future 
time. It is probable that the future 
service thus precluded would be slight, 
since the basic needs for local outlets are 
nearly saturated by the more than 900 
Class IV stations presently operating, 
and since future support for new stations 
is likely to arise in unsaturated areas 
relatively free of local channel operations 
at either present or Increased power. It 
is certain that the proposed power in¬ 
crease would enable measurable increases 
in the respective daytime service areas of 
many existing stations immediately. 
The local character of a Class IV station 
Is unlikely to suffer "reorganization", as 
opponents contend, within present night¬ 
time service area limitations. 

19. The proponents of the petitioner's 
proposal assert that the proposed rule 
making represents minimal modification 
of the existing situation. Our reasons 
for non-acceptance of certain features 
of the original petition when we issued 
our notice of proposed rule making were 
as follows: 

(a) The requested change in the defi¬ 
nition of objectionable adjacent channel 
Interference, subsequently withdrawn by 
the petitioner, was rejected on the bases 
of: (1) Inadequate supporting data, (2> 
prior need of an intensive study of pos¬ 
sible effects on all channels, and (3) un¬ 
suitability for treatment as a subsidiary 
aspect of a proceeding having a different 
primary purpose. 

< b> The mandatory element of the pe¬ 
titioner's proposal was not accepted 
because: <1> Resultant overall improve¬ 
ments In service to the public appeared 
insufficient to warrant the imposition of 
such a requirement; <2> there was no 
indication that all or essentially all of 
the more than 900 Class IV stations de¬ 
sired to make such a change; (3 > in many 
instances the required expense would 
outweigh any gains and impose serious 
hardship; (4) adjacent channel inter¬ 
ference would not be eliminated by 
changing the applicable definition or by 
specifying that it be disregarded; (5> any 
blanket power increase would be less 
likely of acceptance by Interested for¬ 
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eign countries than a casc-by-cas© in¬ 
crease In conformance with all present 
interference standards and resulting in 
no objectionable interference to any for- 
elgn station. 

<c> The alternative of blanket per¬ 
mission for a power increase was not ac¬ 
cepted because of: <1> Resultant in¬ 
creased interference to Class IV stations 
not increasing power for any reason and 
consequent pressure on those stations to 
increase power In order to regain lost 
portions of their former service areas; 
(2> resultant adjacent channel Inter¬ 
ference. and (3) international consider¬ 
ations as noted above. 

<d) Non-acceptance of either a hori¬ 
zontal daytime power increase or a hori¬ 
zontal nighttime power increase followed 
from rejection of any power increase on a 
mandatory or permissive basis. 

<e> A nighttime power Increase on a 
selective basis was not proposed because: 

(1) The necessary standards for the de¬ 
termination of nighttime interference be¬ 
tween Class iv stations do not presently 
exist and would require excessive time 
and effort to establish and apply; and 

(2) in view of the great number of sta¬ 
tions on local channels and of the ex¬ 
tended range of nighttime skywave inter¬ 
ference as compared with daytime 
groundwave interference from the same 
source, it U unlikely that many local 
stations would qualify for increased 
power under any reasonable criteria. 

A daytime power increase on a selec¬ 
tive basis was proposed as the maximum 
modification presently practicable. We 
adhere to that conclusion. 

20. Authorization of the use of direc¬ 
tional antennas was proposed to enable 
greater numbers of Class IV stations to 
meet the criteria of eligibility for In¬ 
creased daytime power. As these cri¬ 
teria derive from present standards of 
protection to other stations, daytime 
service areas gained from power in¬ 
creases under the terms of the proposed 
rule making would constitute a real in¬ 
crease in radio service to the public. We 
recognize that dlrectionalizatlon is a 
costly procedure; however, many Class 
IV stations filing comments in support 
of the Commission's proposal have in¬ 
dicated both willingness to undertake 
the necessary expense and intent to 
apply for 1 kilowatt directional antenna 
daytime operation. We recognize also 
that the proposed rule making may have 
the Indirect effect of increasing the eco¬ 
nomic problems of some Class IV sta¬ 
tions. This proposal was not formulated 
as the universal panacea for economic 
ills and disparities but only as the least 
inequitable means of improving an 
already inequitable situation. In no in¬ 
stance would the proposed rule making 
augment the technical problems of a 
Class TV station not increasing power or 
diminish the ability of such a station to 
serve its present public. 

21. With regard to the petitioner's 
contention that a horizontal nighttime 
power increase would improve the quality 
of nighttime service and the audience 
attracting potential of Class IV stations, 
wo believe that any such gains would be 
outweighed by the difficulties associated 
with such a power increase, Including 


loss of some adjacent channel service 
The nighttime service areas of most local 
channel stations are presently so severely 
limited by co-channel interference that 
a mandatory power increase would not 
extend service to new areas of any ap¬ 
preciable magnitude, and a nonmunda- 
tory nighttime power increase would 
have the general effect of benefiting the 
station increasing power at the expense 
of large portions or even essentially all 
of the respective nighttime service areas 
of other local channel stations. 

22. The engineering study submitted 
by the petitioner presents the area and 
population gains of selected Class IV 
stations and the associated adjacent 
channel service lass which would result 
from horizontal omnidirectional 1 kilo¬ 
watt daytime operation. For present 
purposes it is assumed that determina¬ 
tions have been made accurately from 
adequate data, that the 35 statloni 
studied constitute a fair sampling of the 
more than 900 stations on local channels, 
and that the population gained in each 
case equals audience gained. The study 
notes that: "Needless to say. the varia¬ 
tion was wide. Such stations as WNEB 
In Worcester, Massachusetts and WCUM 
in Cumberland, Maryland received no 
benefit area-wise and only a vestigial 
profit population-wise. Other stationi 
like WCFV in Clifton Forge. Virginia in¬ 
creased the area served by 92.4 pircent 
and Increased the population by 62 per¬ 
cent." Thus, such stations as WNEB 
and WCUM would be compelled to un¬ 
dertake considerable expenditures la 
order to continue their present service, 
and stations like WCPV would derive 
impressive benefits. These results may 
be contrasted with their respective coun¬ 
terparts under the terms of the Commis¬ 
sion's proposal: such stations as WNEB 
and WCUM would retain their present 
areas without resultant expense: sta¬ 
tions like WCFV w ould generally qualify 
for 1 kilowatt omndirectional daytime 
operation with resultant gains exactly a* 
indicated in the study. In extending the 
comparison, however, it is conceded that 
the total gain accruing to stations limited 
to dircctlonalized increases would not be 
as great as the corresponding gain in 
accordance with the petitioner's propos¬ 
al. This difference cannot be transited 
into numerical terms without detailed 
knowledge of the operations involved and 
the patterns of directlonalization to be 
utilized. On the basis of comments ex¬ 
pressing intent to increase power with 
directional antennas and accompany!** 
engineering studies indicating extensive 
resultant gains, it may be stated with 
certainty that this difference would be 
appreciably less than one hundred per¬ 
cent of the total gain under the peti¬ 
tioner's proposal. As the gain redound¬ 
ing to any such station from a horizontal 
omnidirectional increase would be bo¬ 
lted by interference from other stations 
to an area not much greater than the 
maximum achievable with directional 
antenna operation in accordance with 
the Commission's proposal. It may also 
be stated with certainty that this differ¬ 
ence need not be appreciably more thin 
zero percent of the total gain under the 
petitioner's proposal. In individual 





Thursday, June 5, 1958 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


3929 


where the attainable gain Is 
night, however, it Is probable that sta¬ 
tion* would elect to continue present 
operations or to increase power with 
simple rather than optimum directional 
antennas. The difference In resultant 
new service is thus largely dependent on 
the decisions of the various stations and 
my be regarded as the penalty for avoid¬ 
ing all of the difficulties attendant upon 
a mandatory power increase. The Com¬ 
mission's proposal would enable the 35 
stations studied by the petitioner to fur- 
nidi new service to not much less than 
855,000 persons without loss of adjacent 
channel service to 12.439 persons. 

23. Medications proposed in com¬ 
ments on the notice of proposed rule 
making include the exemption of Class 
IV stations increasing power from: 

(a) The requirement of ft 3.24 ib) <7) 
of the commission's rules that the popu¬ 
lation within the 1 v, m contour be less 
than 1 percent of the population within 
the 25 mv/m contour or less than 300. 

(b> The requirement of 8 3.28 (c) (3) 
of the rules that daytime interference 
in no case affect more than 10 percent 
of the population within a proposed sta¬ 
tion’s normally protected primary serv¬ 
ice area. 


<c) The requirement of 8 3.188 (d) of 
the rules that roof-top antennas not be 
used at operating power In excess of 

500 watts. 

<d) The requirement of the modifica¬ 
tion of 8 3.182 <f) proposed in the notice 
of proposed rule making that directional 
antenna radiation along every radial be 
the equivalent of not less than 250 watts 
nan-directional radiation in the event 
of radials extending over unpopulated 
areas as oceans or deserts. 

<e) The use of directional antennas of 
other than the simplest design. 

<1> Applicable limitations on inter¬ 
ference within the normally protected 
•ttvict contours of other stations pro¬ 
vided that the affected stations agree to 
•ccept the excess interference. 

J 6 > Directionalizatlon to operate at 
500 watts or 1000 watts in the event that 
the station meets the requirements for 
onmidnectional daytime operation at 
tome lower power in excess of 100 watts 
or 250 watts as applicable. 

Directlonaliaation in several speci- 
CW areas where it is claimed that actual 
fround conductivity is lower than the 
jjecepted estimated value and 1 kilowatt 
omnidirectional operation without vio- 
»ung any interference restrictions is 
although not theoretically 

Possible. 


Particular Instances of the 
ppUcabiUty of certain of these consid- 
«*Uons might merit individual attention 
Proper context, these proposed 
odlfications will not be considered in 
*00 present proceeding. 
nr ! 1 lh accor dance with the modiflea- 
* P r °P<*»ed In the notice of proposed 
frje making the use of directional an¬ 
nas to reduce the presently required 
•wations between Class IV stations is 
P*cmc.\iiy precluded. In view of mis- 
t>^? rprelation °* the original terms of 
friction. It Is noted that there 
n ° intent to preclude all use of 
«o.uo-a 


directional antennas by 100 watt stations 
increasing daytime power. 

25. While the Agreement between the 
United States of America and the 
United Mexican States Concerning Radio 
Broadcasting in the Standard Broadcast 
Band would allow daytime operation of 
Class IV stations with maximum power of 
1 kilowatt in all areas of the United 
States more than 100 kilometers <62 
miles) from the common border, the 
North American Regional Broadcasting 
Agreement (NARBA) would limit Class 
IV station power to 250 watts. Accord¬ 
ingly. final Commission action with re¬ 
spect to any application proposing Class 
IV station daytime operation with power 
in excess of 250 watts will be withheld 
pending satisfactory completion of 
necessary coordination of the rules with 
other North American countries. 

26. Review of all comments and recon¬ 
sideration of the basic problems have 
confirmed the acceptability of the Com¬ 
mission's proposal. It is recognized that 
certain difficulties and inequities will 
persist, but the possibility of an absolute 
solution has not as yet been established. 
The present proposal would bring new 
daytime radio service to sizable segments 
of the public, benefit Class IV stations 
to the maximum practicable degree, 
cause no loss of adjacent channel service, 
and be consistent with the parallel action 
of such interested foreign countries as 
Canada and Mexico. 

27. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments proposed herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 4 (I). 301, 303 (b). (c), 
(f> and (r) and 307 <b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended. 

28. Accordingly . it 1$ ordered. That 
effective July 7. 1958. Part 3 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules are amended as set forth 
below. 

<8ec. 4. 48 SUL 1066, as amended; 47 U. 8. C. 
154. Interpret or apply sees. SOI. 303. 307. 
48 Slat. 1081, 1082, 1083; 47 U. 8. C 301. 303, 
307) 

Adopted: May 28. 1058. 

Released: June 2. 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal 1 Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

1. Delete § 3.21 (c) and substitute the 
following: 

<c) Local Channel. A local channel is 
one on which several stations operate 
with powers not in excess of 1 kilowratt 
daytime, and 250 watts nighttime. The 
primary service area of a station oper¬ 
ating on any such channel may be limited 
as a consequence of interference to a 
given field Intensity contour. 

Non:: The power celling for Claw IV sta¬ 
tions under the North American Regional 
Broadcasting Agreement (NARBA) Is 260 
watu. The Agreement between the United 
States of America and the United Mexican 
States Concerning Radio Broadcasting in the 
Standard Broadcast Band would permit day¬ 
time operation of Class IV sUtions with a 
maximum power of 1 kilowatt In all areas of 
the United State# more than 100 kUometers 
(62 miles) from the United State*-Mexican 
border. Accordingly, before the Commission 
wiU take final action with respect to an 
application proposing the use of dayUmo 


power in excess of 250 watts by a Claw IV 
eUtlon. appropriate coordination of the rules 
providing for the use of such power must be 
effected with other North American coun¬ 
tries. (See note under I 3.28 (b).) 

2 . Delete 5 3.22 <d) and substitute the 
following: 

(d> Class IV Station. A Class IV sta¬ 
tion is a station operating on a local 
channel and designed to render service 
primarily to a city or town and the sub¬ 
urban and rural areas contiguous there¬ 
to. The power of a station of this class 
shall not be less than 0.1 kilowatt and 
not more than 0.25 kilowatt nighttime, 
and 1 kilowatt daytime, and its service 
area is subject to Interference in accord¬ 
ance with | 3.182. 

3. Amend I 3.23 as follows: 

a. Delete paragraph «c) and substitute 
the following: 

<c> Daytime permits operation during 
the hours between average monthly local 
sunrise and average monthly local sun¬ 
set. Daytime stations operating on local 
channels with a power of 0.1 kw or 0.25 
kw may. upon notification to the Com¬ 
mission and to the Engineer in Charge 
of the radio district in which they arc 
located, operate at hours beyond those 
specified in their license. 

b. Delete paragraph <e) and substitute 
the following: 

(e) Specified hours means that the 
exact operating hours are specified in the 
license. (The minimum hours that any 
station shall operate arc specified in 
8 3.71.) Specified hours stations operat¬ 
ing on local channels with a power of 
0.1 kw or 0.25 kw, except those sharing 
time with other stations may, upon noti¬ 
fication to the Commission and the En¬ 
gineer in Charge of the radio district in 
which they are located, operate at hours 
beyond those specified in their license. 

4. Amend 8 3.41 by changing the entry 
for Class IV stations in the table to read 
as follows: 

Class IV: 

100 watU____.... gSO 

250, 500 or 1000 watu_1000 

5. Add a new subparagraph <4) to 
8 3.87 < a > to read as follows: 

(4) Class IV stations authorized for 
operation with daytime power in excess 
of 250 watts. 

6 . Amend 8 3.182 as follows: 

a. Delete that portion of paragraph 
(a) (4) preceding the note and substi¬ 
tute the following: 

(4) Class IV stations operate on local 
channels normally rendering primary 
service only to a city or town and the 
suburban or rural areas contiguous 
thereto with powers not less than 100 
watts, nor more than 250 watts night¬ 
time and 1 kilowatt daytime. The sta¬ 
tions are normally protected to the 0.5 
mv/m groundwave contour daytime. On 
local channels the separation required 
for the daytime protection shall also de¬ 
termine the nighttime separation. 
Where directional antennas arc employed 
in the daytime by Class IV stations uti- 
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Hiring power in excess of 250 watts, the 
separations required shall in no case be 
less than those necessary to afford pro¬ 
tection. assuming nondirectional opera¬ 
tion with 100 watts or 250 watts, which¬ 
ever is the nighttime power of the station. 
In no case will 250 watts nighttime oper¬ 
ation bo authorized to a station unable 
to operate omnidirectionally at 250 
watts in the daytime. The actual night¬ 
time limitation will be calculated. 

b. Delete that portion of paragraph 
<f> preceding the note and substitute 
the following: 

<f> The signals necessary to render 
primary service to different types of 
service areas are as follows: 

nrUt intensity 

Aren: groundwave » 

City business or factory 

arcs*_____ 10 to 50 mv/m. 

City residential area s 3 to 10 mv/m. 

Rural—all areas during 
winter or northern 
areas during summer. 0.1 to 0.5 mv/m. 

Rural—southern areas 

during summer_0.25 to 1.0 mv/m. 

* See | 3.184 for curves showing distance to 
various groundwave held intensity contours 
for different frequency and ground con¬ 
ductivities and | 3.163. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Port 936 ) 

Fresh Bartlett Pears, Plums. and El- 
berta Peaches Grown in California 

NOTICE or PROPOSED RULE MAKING WITH 
RESPECT TO EXPENSES AND FIXING OF 
RATES OF ASSESSMENT FOR 1958-51) 
SEASON 

Consideration Is being given to the 
following proposals submitted by the 
Control Committee, established under 
the marketing agreement, as ame nded, 
and Order No. 36. as amended (7 CFR 
Part 936). regulating the handling of 
fresh Bartlett pears, plums, and Elbcrta 
peaches grown in the State of California, 
effective under the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.>, as the agency to 
administer the provisions thereof: 

(a) That the Secretary of Agriculture 
find, with respect to Bartlett pears, early 
varieties of plums, late varieties of plums, 
and Elberta peaches, that expenses not 
to exceed the following amounts are 
likely to be incurred, during the season 
beginning March 1, 1958, and ending 
February 28. 1959, both dates inclusive, 
by the Control Committee for the main¬ 
tenance and functioning of such com¬ 
mittee and the respective commodity 
committee established under the afore¬ 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order: 

( 1 ) Bartlett pears. $23,077.78: 

<2> Early varieties of plums. $17,- 
628.90; 


All these values are based on an absence 
of objectionable fading, either in chang¬ 
ing Intensity or selective fading, the 
usual noise level In the areas, and an 
absence of limiting Interference from 
other broadcast stations. The values 
apply both day and night but generally 
fading or interference from other sta¬ 
tions limits the primary service at night 
in all rural areas to higher values of 
field intensity than the values given. 
The Commission will authorize a direc¬ 
tive antenna for a Class IV station for 
daytime operation only with power in 
excess of 250 watts. In computing the 
degrees of protection which such an¬ 
tenna will afford, the radiation produced 
by this antenna shall be assumed to be 
no less, in any direction, than that which 
would result from nondirectional opera¬ 
tion. utilizing a single element of the di¬ 
rectional array, with 100 watts or 250 
watts, whichever is the nighttime power 
of the station. 

c. Change the entry on the last line of 
the third column jf the table in para¬ 
graph (v) to read as follows: 

0.1 to 0.28 kw night and 0.1 to 1 kw day. 


(3) Late varieties of plums, $21.- 
042.73; and 

(4) Elberta peaches. $20,595.59. 

<b) That the Secretary of Agriculture 
fix, as each handler's pro rata share of 
such expenses, the following rates of 
assessment which each handler shall pay 
in accordance with the provisions of said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order: 

(1) 1 cent ($ 0.01 > per standard west¬ 
ern pear box of Bartlett pears, or its 
equivalent in other containers or in bulk; 

( 2 ) 1 cent ($ 0 . 01 ) per standard four- 
basket crate of early varieties of plums, 
or its equivalent in other containers or 
In bulk: 

(3) 1 cent ($0.01) per standard four- 
basket crate of late varieties of plums, 
or its equivalent In other containers or In 
bulk: and 

(4) 4*^2 mills ($0 0045) per California 
peach box of Elberta peaches, or Its 
equivalent in other containers or in bulk. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, view's, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration In connection with the pro¬ 
posals may do so by submitting the same 
to the Director. Fruit and Vegetable Di¬ 
vision. Agricultural Marketing Service, 
United States Department of Agriculture. 
Washington 25. D. C.. not later than the 
10 th day following publication of this 
notice In the Federal Reglster. 

Terms used In the amended marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order. 


(See. S. 49 Stat. 753. as amended; 7 C. 8 C. 
6060 ) 

Dated: May 29. 1958. 

(seal) S. R. Smith 

J Director. Fruit and Vegetable 
Division , Agricultural Market - 
tng Service. 

IF. R. Doc. 58-4198: Filed, June 4, 1954; 
8:45 a.m ] 


[ 7 CFR Pari 943 1 

(Docket No. AO-231-A10J 
Milk in North Texas Marketing At u 

NOTICE OF RECOMMENDED DECISION AND OP¬ 
PORTUNITY TO FILE WRITTEN EXCEPTIONS 
WITH RESPECT TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 
TO TENTATIVE MARKETING AGREEMENT AXI 
TO ORDER 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937. as amended <7 U. 8. C. 601 et seq.). 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketin g ag reements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR, Part 900>. notice is hereby 
given of the filing with the Hearing Clerk 
of this recommended decision of the 
Deputy Administrator. Agricultural 
Marketing Service, United Staten Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, with respect to pro¬ 
posed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and order regulat¬ 
ing the handling of milk in the North 
Texas marketing area. Interested 
parties may file written exceptions to 
this decision with the Hearing Clerk. 
United States Department of Agriculture, 
Washington 25, D. C.. not later than the 
close of business on the 7th day after 
publication of this decision in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. The exceptions should be 
filed in quadruplicate. 

Preliminary statement , The heartni 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments, as hereinafter set forth to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order, were formulated, w^as con¬ 
ducted at Dallas, Texas, on December 11 
1957, pursuant to notice thereof which 
was issued on December 4, 1957 ( 22 P. & 
9839). 

The material issues of record related 
to: 

(1) Increasing the Class I pric* 
through an upw ard revision of the sup¬ 
ply-demand norms: 

(2) Providing greater seasonality to 
the Class I differential; 

<3) Providing a contrascasonal pro¬ 
vision to the Class I prices; and 

<4) Reducing the maximum limits W 
which the Class I price may be affected 
by the supply-demand adjuster. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial Issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: . . ^ 

The Class I price should be m* 1 * 11 ^ 1 **? 
at approximately its present annual lev*. 
Some revision, however, should be m* 
in the norms used in determining » 
supply-demand adjustment and uw 
Class I differentials should be 
to provide greater seasonality in w 
Class I price. 


(P. R. Doe. 58-4240; Filed. June 4. 1958; 
8:58 a. m.) 
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Th« Class I prices under the Austin- 
Waco, Central West Texas. Corpus 
Chrlstt, and San Antonio orders are re¬ 
ined directly to the Class I price in the 
North Texas market. There is a close 
mterrtlationship between these five mar¬ 
kets and milk moves freely among them. 
An except North Texas are more or less 
deficit markets and depend on the North 
Texas market to furnish supplemental 
milk during the season of short produc¬ 
tion- This close interrelationship, par¬ 
ticularly the fact that the reserve sup¬ 
plies of the other markets are carried 
in the North Texas pool, has been recog- 
nited not only by basing prices in the 
other Tc xjid markets on the North Texas 
price, hut also by basing the supply- 
demand adjustment on the ratio of pro¬ 
ducer receipts to Class I sales for the five 
markets combined rather than for North * 
Texas alone. v 

Any change in the Class I price in the 
North Texas market is reflected in a 
chanire of like amount In the Class I 
price in the other markets mentioned 
sbove. Producer representatives from 
ill of these markets participated in the 
subject hearing. They contended unan¬ 
imously that a substantial increase in 
price was necessary to maintain produc¬ 
tion in Texas markets and that unless 
tuch wrs granted there would be a size¬ 
able curtailment of production. 

In support of their position they ar¬ 
med that a substantial decrease in net 
Income had occurred during the year. 
Durtmi 1956 and the early part of 1957 
producers were receiving drought relief 
in the form of a subsidy on a portion 
of their purchased feeds, and a reduc¬ 
tion of 50 percent in the freight rate 
paid on hay imported from outside the 
crought area. In addition, handlers 
rocuntarily paid a premium over order 
Prices during the fall of 1956. Producers 
estimated that the loss of the premium 
jnd the drought relief, coupled with a 
^ the Class I price, provided 
z* 7 * or(5er ’ had reduced net Income 
oyaoout $1.80 per hundredweight. They 
Panted to a shortage of milk and the 
for increased purchases of supple- 
n«UJ[ milk from distant sources as 
wnor that a substantial decline in pro- 
*<* already in progress and 
would continue unless Immediate relief 
were granted. 


In arriving at a decision in this matter. 
Z: wPPly-demand situation In all five 
2 ?^ “ reflected In the record has 
ly consl <tered. Official no- 

^ of thc 15001 ata - 
^ mar ket admin- 

SS L?*.°rders for the months 
*®®<KSiateiy following the hearing. 

ieir Vn haabcca a 5t *ady increase each 
mi* r!!^ ach . market in volume of 
I^P^ducecL Th€Pa has also been an 

cf nTru amount of milk disposed 
\ ®Uk. Thc latter has nbt 
Piieq rh,?** 1 ** former. Milk sup- 
Ihe cinjf morc n «arly adequate to 
th^ I f» requircment5 of Texas mar- 
to 1957 n verc in any year prior 

OfAnl m f ° r North Texas and 
markcts ‘ ^dpts 

wtre T 1 thw month5 of 1958 
or 111 ***** of those in 
** mc Period of 1957. 


The shortage of milk which occurred 
generally in Texas during the late fall 
of 1957 appears to have resulted not so 
much from a decline in the annual aver¬ 
age level of production as from the fact 
that the low point of production was 
reached at a somewhat later period than 
In previous years. In North Texas, for 
example, the lowest month of produc¬ 
tion was September in 1955 and August 
in 1956, but in 1957, It was November. 
The experience of other markets was 
similar. Class I sales normally are 
somewhat lower in August and Septem¬ 
ber than they are in November. Conse¬ 
quently, in previous years the point of 
low production coincided with the point 
of lowest Class I sales and producer re¬ 
ceipts were seasonably ample for the 
requirements of the market. In 1957 
the period of low* production coincided 
with the peak sales In the market. This 
resulted in a shortage of milk at that 
particular time. 

The decline in production which oc¬ 
curred during November may be attrib¬ 
utable to many factors. The excessive 
rainfall which occurred during the sum¬ 
mer and fall of 1957 did considerable 
damage to hay and feed crops. As a 
consequence the hay and grain fed to 
cows in the fall of 1957 were Inferior to 
the hay and grain which dairymen pur¬ 
chased during the drought years. The 
excessive rainfall also resulted in a short¬ 
age of fall pasture. Some farmers were 
unable to sow their fields because of the 
heavy rains and in the case of fields 
which were sown, the ground, much of 
the time, was too muddy to be pastured. 
The latter was particularly true in the 
case of small grains which, in normal 
years, constitute a fairly high propor¬ 
tion of the fall pasture. 

Thc high price of beef also tended to 
reduce the supply of milk. Prices for 
commercial, utility, and cutter and can- 
ncr cows were extremely favorable and 
dairymen culled their herds much more 
extensively than usual 

There has been some decline in thc 
number of farmers producing milk in the 
North Texas and Central West Texas 
markets. Some of the decrease is a re¬ 
sult of a consolidation trend toward 
fewer and larger farms; some is due to 
smaller producers shifting out of dairy¬ 
ing instead of installing expensive farm 
bulk tanks in the bulk tank conversion 
program. The good dairy cows from 
such farms generally ore purchased by 
neighboring dairymen to enlarge their 
herds. At least a portion of this decline, 
however, is attributable to the favorable 
outlook for beef production. Much of 
the milk producing area for these mar¬ 
kets is located in what is normally a beef 
producing region. During the extended 
drought, as the range deteriorated, many 
producers of beef cattle turned to dairy¬ 
ing. The heavy rainfall of 1957 restored 
the range to excellent condition. The 
prospect of continued good range condi¬ 
tions and rising beef prices caused many 
of these former beef cattle producers to 
abandon dairyman and return to raising 
beef. In the May Livestock and Meat 
Situation, it Is noted; 

Liut fall cattle producer* began to hold 
back cows from slaughter. They have con¬ 


tinued to do so since, and by spring the de¬ 
mand for replacement oows had been ex¬ 
ceedingly active. Prices of cows and heifers 
have been substantially above that of a year 
ago. contributing to a higher level of prices 
for aU cattle. 

Renewed enthusiasm in retaining breeding 
stock, an unmistakable sign of expansionary 
psychology In the cattle industry has been 
spurred by the rising prices of the past year. 
Also, a big factor has been the recovery of 
ranges and pastures. Range conditions 
changed from severe drought in 1956 to lush- 
ness In 1957. for one of the sharpest 
turnabouts in memory. 

Official notice la also taken of the 
April l. Western Range and Livestock 
Report which states that April 1 range 
feed conditions equaled or exceeded any 
year since 1942. and that prospects for 
luxuriant grass during 1958 were ex¬ 
cellent. 

Increased prices for milk at this time 
will not cause a shift from beef produc¬ 
tion back to dairying. The slight short¬ 
ening of supply that has occurred this 
year relative to sales has resulted In in¬ 
creased returns to producers over those 
that prevailed a year ago. Uniform 
prices are expected to continue somewhat 
above those which prevailed a year ago 
in relation to Class I prices and at a level 
which will prevent any further decline In 
production* 

The some conditions which have pro¬ 
duced the excellent range have also pro¬ 
duced an abundance of excellent pas¬ 
ture. the best in many years. Thus pros¬ 
pects for dairying are most favorable 
and any loss in production from the di¬ 
version to beef should be more than offset 
by increased production on the remaining 
farms. 

The level of producer receipts In rela¬ 
tion to Class I sales is not the sole cri¬ 
terion which must be considered. A 
further factor in arriving at the proper 
level of the Class I price is the price at 
which alternative supplies of milk are 
available to handlers in the Texas mar¬ 
kets. Experience has shown that when 
the price in North Texas is out of line 
with thc prices of milk in surplus produc¬ 
ing areas of the Midwest, handlers have 
shut off or reduced purchases from local 
producers and have secured their sup¬ 
plies from plants in the surplus produc¬ 
ing areas. Any time that the North 
Texas price exceeds thc Midwest price, 
plus transportation and handling costs, 
there Is a likelihood of milk from the 
Midwest displacing that of local Texas 
producers. An increase in price which 
caused handlers to replace locally, pro¬ 
duced milk with that imported 'from 
other areas would result in lower returns 
to producers since it would force a greater 
proportion of the milk Into manufac¬ 
turing uses. 

On an annual average, at thc present 
time, the North Texas price is in a rea¬ 
sonable relationship with priced at those 
points in Missouri, Iowa, and Wisconsin 
where alternative supplies of milk are 
available. Even though prices are com¬ 
parable on an annual average. North 
Texas prices have been out of line with 
those in the Midwest during April. May, 
and June because the seasonal pricing 
pattern in North Texas lias been different 
from that In the other markets. The 
present order provides a Class I differen- 
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Hal daring March, April, May. and June 
which Is 20 cents less than that during 
the remaining months; whereas in most 
Midwest markets, the differential is 40 
cents lower in April, May, and June than 
during other months. During the April- 
Jime period in 1957, substantial quanti¬ 
ties of milk were brought into the North 
Texas market for Class I use, even though 
ample supplies of locally produced milk 
were available, because the handler who 
purchased it was able to buy such milk 
delivered in Dallas at a lower price than 
the North Texas price. It is concluded, 
therefore, that the seasonal pricing pat¬ 
tern in the North Texas market should 
be changed to correspond to that which 
exists in the markets in the surplus pro¬ 
ducing areas. Accordingly, the Class I 
differential during April, May. and June, 
should be 40 cents less than the Class I 
differential during the remaining months 
of the year. 

Producers proposed that the Increase 
in the Class I price which they sought be 
accomplished primarily through an In¬ 
crease in the stated percentages of sup¬ 
ply to sales from which the variations are 
computed. When the present norms, 
which are based on the ratio of receipts 
to sales in the five Texas markets, were 
incorporated In the order, the Class I 
differentials were left at the same level 
which had existed prior to the amend¬ 
ment, and the supply-demand norms 
were fixed at a level which would return 
to producers approximately the same 
prices which have prevailed In the past. 
Since during the period used to compute 
these norms Texas markets had been 
short of milk, the norms provided in the 
order do not reflect the production of an 
adequate supply of milk to fill Class I 
requirements and provide the necessary 
reserve supplies. Consequently, with the 
increased production which lias been 
occurring, the supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment has tended to reduce the price re¬ 
sulting from the addition of the Class I 
differential to the basic formula price. 

Although no change should be made in 
the annual average level of prices, the 
supply-demand norms provided in the 
order should be revised to reflect a more 
realistic supply-demand situation. The 
present percentages, as noted above, are 
based on a situation of short supply. In 
view of the increase which has taken 
place in producer receipts relative to 
Class I sales, it is desirable at this time 
to increase the standard percentages to a 
level which will reflect the production of 
a more nearly adequate supply of milk 
and approximate the actual supply-de¬ 
mand situntion in the market. Accord¬ 
ingly. it has been concluded that the 
supply-demand norms in the order 
should be increased by an average of 
6 points at the median level. 

Some adjustment should also be made 
to reflect a slight change in the seasonal 
production pattern which has taken 
place since the norms were originally 
developed. The present supply-demand 
norms affect prices whenever the ratio 
of receipts to sales moves more than one 
percentage point in either direction from 
the median. This has resulted in oc¬ 
casional adjustments of only one cent In 
cither direction. Fewer minor fluctua¬ 
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tions In the Class I price would take place 
If the range of the norms were increased. 
Accordingly, it is concluded that no 
change in price should take place unless 
the percentage of the receipts to sales 
varies at least 2 percentage points in 
either direction from the median. The 
table of supply-demand norms in the 
present order should be deleted, there¬ 
fore. and the following table should be 
substituted: 


Month for 
which prkw 

Months In 

coniinitjilun 

Standard 

utilization 

percentage 

•('Pi** 

■ — 

Mini¬ 

mum 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

J arm wy. 

February_ 

Mnrdi__ 

n<Hobor-N ovutobor. 

November-1 kcctnher... 

I armory. 

J tumor j-Kebruory..._ 

Frbruory-M arch—..... 

March-April... 

A -May.. 

May-Jun*... 

June-July... 

no 

114 

m 

no 

1M 

UK 

VM 

I5W 

lit 

120 

l*t 

May. 

June.. . 

July„. 

120 

12ft 

129 

AtiflUMi- 

September.... 

October. 

November...* 
December_ 

120 

122 

u*> 

120 

July-August.. 

-jfofrtriMtM'f. 

Scj»u*rnbtT -October..... 

lit 

lew 

1U8 

117 

112 

112 


As noted above, it has been concluded 
that the Class I price should be main¬ 
tained at about its present level. To 
compensate for the increase in the sup¬ 
ply-demand adjustment norms, the an¬ 
nual level of the Class I differentials 
should be reduced by an amount which 
will approximate the increase resulting 
from altering the supply-demand for¬ 
mula. To accomplish this end and to re¬ 
flect the change in seasonality which 
has been recommended, the Class I dif¬ 
ferential should be fixed at $1.75 during 
April, May. and June and at $2.15 during 
the remaining months. 

Producers also proposed that in con¬ 
junction with the pricing formula in the 
order, provision should be made that 
would prevent the Class I price from 
dropping as a result of the supply- 
demand provision during the months of 
August through February and which 
would prevent the Class I price from in¬ 
creasing as a result of the supply- 
demand adjustment during the period of 
April through June. 

They also proposed that the present 
provision which limits the maximum op¬ 
eration of the supply-demand adjuster 
to plus or minus 50 cents should be re¬ 
duced to plus or minus 23 cents. 

The purpose of the supply-demand 
adjuster is to reflect in the Class I price, 
changes in the relationship of producer 
receipts to Class I sales. It Is not In¬ 
tended to affect Class I prices seasonally 
during the year. To limit the operation 
of the supply-demand adjuster season¬ 
ally would tend to nullify Its effective¬ 
ness. Similarly reducing the maximum 
limits within which the supply-demand 
adjuster can operate would also serve to 
nullify its effectiveness. It Is concluded 
that In view of supply-demand condi¬ 
tions in the marketing area its proper 
functioning should not be impaired. 
The present maximum limits applica¬ 
ble to the supply-demand adjuster in 
the order should net be changed and. 
likewise, a contraseasonal provision 
should not be added to it. 


Had the proposed changes been In ef- 
feet during the 36 months from June 
1955 through May 1958, the Class I price 
on an annual average would have been 
approximately 2 cents higher thin it 
would have been had the present for¬ 
mula been fully operative during the 
same period of time. During April, May, 
and June of each year the price woutt 
have been several cents lower than under 
the present provision and slightly higher 
during all other months with the ex¬ 
ception of the month of March, when it 
would have averaged 26 cents higher 
than that afforded by the present order. 

Rulings on proposed findings end con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed imdingi 
and conclusions w ere filed on behaU of 
certain interested parties In the mar¬ 
ket. These briefs, proposed findings and 
conclusions and the evidence in the 
record were considered in making the 
findings and conclusions set forth abort. 
To the extent that the suggested llndingi 
and conclusions filed by interested par¬ 
ties are Inconsistent with the finding! 
and conclusions set forth herein, the re¬ 
quests to make such findings or to reach 
such conclusions are denied for the rea¬ 
sons previously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth art 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previous 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previous^ 
issued amendments thereto; and aU of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, ex¬ 
cept Insofar as such findings and deter¬ 
minations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set fonh 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms aod 
conditions thereof, will tend to rffcctu* 
ate the declared policy of the act; 

<b> The parity prices of milk w dc* 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
act are not reasonable in view oflj* 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeda 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for mils 
in the marketing area, and the minimi® 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and in the order, as heje- 
by proposed to be amended, are sues 
prices as will reflect the a fort-said fac¬ 
tors, insure a sufficient quantity cf puff 
and wholesome milk and be in the P u> 
lie Interest: and 

(c) The tentative marketing 
ment and the order, as hereby P 1 ’ 01 **? 
to be amended, will regulate the 
dling of milk in the same manner ** 
and will be applicable only to person* 
In the respective classes of industw 
and commercial activity specified m, 
marketing agreement upon vhicn 
hearing has been held. 

/Recommended Marketing Agreenn< 
and Order Amending the Order 

The following order amending U# ( 
dcr regulating the handling of mus 
the North Texas marketing area is 
by recommended as the detailed 
appropriate means by which the i • 
going conclusions may be carriea 
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The recommended marketing agreement 
is not included In this decision because 
the regulatory provisions thereof would 
be the same as those contained In the 
order, as hereby proposed to be amended. 

I Delete the Introductory sentence of 
I$*3 51 <a> and substitute therefor the 
following: 

(a> Class ! mitt. The basic formula 
pnee for the preceding month < rounded 
to the nearest one-tenth percent) plus 
$1.75 for the months of April, May. and 
June, and plus $2.15 for all other months 
subject to a supply-demand adjustment 
of not more than 50 cents computed as 
follows: 

2. Delete the table In 5 943 51 (a) <2> 
and substitute therefor the follow¬ 
ing: 


Maxtor 

tkkbpck* 

Wb* 


Month* u*H tn 

ntmjtLilnUoii 


8t*n4art 

ullUuilUtt) 

licrocmii*!* 


Mini¬ 

mum 


Ma*i- 

luiiiii 



July... 

im..,_. 

■jpapMr 

Octnltor 

>r — >MW *' 


iWwabUt,... 


<VtoN t ' ml.- r _ 

N or r ruber- t>twjn her. .. 

I >t*r ttj \xt-J otitutry. 

J*im.irjr-F.*l»ru«ry.. . . .. 

I’rlwuAry-March.. 

March-April;..- - 

. 

M •> -Jcmr.... 

Juitf-July .. 

iuiy-'Annwt.. 

^ jncmbcr-Octobw.^... 


IIM 

114 
llfl 

115 
13? 

m 

120 

I» 

123 

113 

KM 

IUB 


114 

II* 

130 

tip 

134 

ISO 

iss 

13(1 

m 

117 

112 

112 


Issued at Washington, D. C., this 2d 

day of June. 1058. 

foul P. R. Eunice. 

Acting Deputy Administrator. 

[T. R Doc. 58-4250; Piled, June 4, 1958; 
8:56 a. m. J 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Division of Public Contracts 
t 41 CFR Part 202 ] 

Minimum Wage Determination 

R0TICT or TENTATIVE DECISION IN 
BITUMINOUS COAL INDUSTRY 

A complete record of proceedings held 
Motions 1 and 10 of the Walsh- 
gfjjjy Public Contracts Act (41 U. S. C. 
« and 43a) to amend the determination 
(prevailing minimum wages for persons 
j®Ployed in the bituminous coal industry 
been certified to me by the Hearing 
The time for submitting pro- 
Sfr® Endings and conclusions, together 
7 *? *JPPortlng reasons, has expired. 
Ur ^inistrative Procedure Act (5 
tirtTifi If!??. (t> >) and the rules of prac- 
lrL _, -03.21b) now require a rul- 

5UC h proposal, tentative 
^ inclusions, together with 
or l,a5As therefor, upon all the 
ksues of fact, law or discretion 
Uve on V** record, and a tenta- 
ia ^cisi°n of tiie question whether to 

inckri^! i M determlnatlon now ln effect, 
Oeit ^ tcrm3 °* such amend- 

thvst a Petition by represents - 

that Bnd labor aheging 

* e hud been an increase In pre¬ 


vailing minimum wages in the industry 
as a result of collective bargaining, notice 
was published in the Federal Register on 
December 12, 1957 (22 F. R. 9945) of a 
hearing to begin February 3,1958, on the 
question of whether to amend the de¬ 
termination of prevailing minimum 
wages made October 26, 1955 (20 F. FL 
8044; 41 CFR 202.51). 

Just three years earlier, there had been 
an extensive hearing culminating In find¬ 
ings and conclusions relating to the best 
definition of this industry for this pur¬ 
pose. the areas of production appropriate 
for separate determination of prevailing 
minimum wages, the groups of employees 
to whom the determinations should ap¬ 
ply, and the special provisions which 
were appropriate to measure compliance 
with the determination for pieceworkers 
(20 F. R. 5690. 8044). Certain mine op¬ 
erators who had opposed the initial de¬ 
termination. invoked section 10 <b> of 
the act to subject these findings and 
conclusions to Judicial review as inade¬ 
quately supported. The Judgment of the 
court in these cases declared the wage 
determination to be "in all respects 
valid," Central Pennsylvania Open Pit 
Mining Association v. Mitchell and Ruth 
Elkhom Coals. Inc. v. Mitchell. 12 WH 
Cases 696; 29 Labor Cases 69, 565 <D. C, 
D. C.). affirmed 248 F. 2d 635 (C. A.* 
D. C.>, certiorari denied 355 U. 8. 935. 

The notice of hearing described the 
subjects and issues involved in the pro¬ 
ceedings, and gave all Interested persons 
the opportunity to appear at the hearing 
and submit evidence, views and argu¬ 
ments as to each of such subjects and 
Issues, and to demonstrate the contrary 
as to the continued, existence of facts 
found in the 1955 determination pertain¬ 
ing to production districts and other 
peripheral phases of the present regula¬ 
tion. of which facts official notice was 
specifically proposed to be taken. Nei¬ 
ther prior to, during, or after the 1958 
hearing was any evidence, view, argu¬ 
ment, proposed finding or conclusion 
directed to any of the facts officially no¬ 
ticed. or the reasons supporting con¬ 
tinued use of such portions of the regula¬ 
tion. Most of the facts officially noticed 
are of the type which do not change rap¬ 
idly, such ns the distribution, quality, and 
characteristics of the nation’s major 
bituminous coal deposits, the major 
transportation facilities used to move 
such coal to market, the resultant pat¬ 
terns of competition for commercial and 
Government business, the types of work¬ 
ers in collective bargaining units, the 
outstanding trade associations, the his¬ 
toric bases of Government regulation, 
and the types of available statistical 
data. 

The representative of one mine ob¬ 
jected to the provision regarding official 
notice. This objection became moot, 
however, because the continued existence 
of these facts was proved by evidence 
adduced at the 1958 hearing by repre¬ 
sentatives of both labor and manage¬ 
ment. In addition, statistical data con¬ 
cerning recent procurement experience 
of the principal Governmental consum¬ 
ers of coal, and the patterns of commer¬ 
cial competition were introduced. These 
data point to production districts as the 


most appropriate localities for wage de¬ 
termination even more clearly than did 
the comparable statistics received at the 
1955 hearing. 

For all of these reasons, this tentative 
decision will make no change in the pro¬ 
visions of the regulation now In effect, 
except such as are responsive to the new 
wage data for the several production 
districts. 

Two individuals appeared at hearing in 
opposition to the proceedings. One rep¬ 
resented the Kentucky Truck Coal Op¬ 
erators Association, a group of 26 non¬ 
union truck mine operators whose total 
tonnage production is not large, and who 
"may" employ an average of 9.5 workers 
each. This same spokesman also repre¬ 
sented 15 operators of mines in Lee 
County. Virginia. The other individual 
opposing the proceedings represented 
Ruth Elkhorn Coals, Inc. Prior to the 
taking of evidence on the w age Issue, they 
Joined in motions to postpone the hearing 
eight months, to dismiss the proceedings, 
and to remove the hearing to unspecified 
places in Production Districts 7 and 8. 
The motion to postpone was based on a 
contention that the notice did not give 
sufficient time to gather wage data, and 
that since a petition was pending before 
the Supreme Court contending that the 
bituminous coal Industry was exempt 
from the Walsh-Healey Act, such prepa¬ 
ration might prove unnecessary. The 
motion to dismiss was based on the con¬ 
tention that this industry is exempt un¬ 
der the provision in the Act relating to 
open market purchases and on the con¬ 
tention that the issues had been wrong¬ 
fully prejudged by the provision concern¬ 
ing official notice, discussed above. The 
motion to relocate the hearings de¬ 
manded that the hearing be held at un¬ 
specified places in Districts 7 and 8 to 
save their clients the expense of bringing 
to the hearing by subpoena operators of 
mines, parties to the United Mine Work¬ 
ers’ collective bargaining agreement, on 
the supposition that although they had 
not terminated such agreement, some of 
them might testify that they were not 
paying the minimum wage they had con¬ 
tracted to pay. 

The hearing examiner’s action over¬ 
ruling these motions is approved. Inso¬ 
far as the motions were based on the 
contention that a wage determination 
for the bituminous coal Industry is pre¬ 
cluded by the provision in section 9 of 
the act exempting purchases of such 
goods as may usually be bought in the 
open market and the pendency of that 
contention before the Supreme Court 
in a petition for certiorari to review the 
decision of the Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit in Ruth 
Elkhorn Coals v. Mitchell. 248 F. 2d 635, 
the Supreme Court has now denied that 
petition. This decision is effective to 
conclude that litigation with the deci¬ 
sion of the court of appeals upholding 
the authority "to make a determination 
of the prevailing minimum wages for 
th£.bitum4iou5 coal industry.” 

There are several reasons why the 
claim of prejudgment based on "official 
notice" of the facts relating to produc¬ 
tion districts and other peripheral 
phases of the regulation, will not be up- 
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held. As disqualification was not raised 
by affidavit, the requirements of section 
7 (a) of the Administrative Procedure 
Act are not satisfied, and the claim has 
no standing. Section 7 (a) only provides 
for the disqualification of “presiding 
officers” and subordinate officers “par¬ 
ticipating in decisions in conformity with 
Section 8” which latter section adverts 
only to “Action by Subordinates* \ The 
statute thus gives efTect to the well set¬ 
tled “rule of necessity.” which precludes 
use of a disqualification claim as this one 
is sought to be used, to avoid authorized 
regulation by disqualifying the only 
officer with authority to act. Evans v. 
Gore. 253 U. S. 245. Nor Is there merit 
to the contention that “official notice’’ of 
facts relative to production districts and 
other peripheral phases of the regulation 
prior to hearing, results in disqualifying 
“prejudgment.” in view of the fact that 
section 7 <d> expressly authorizes this 
procedure and section 4 (a) authorizes 
a notice of hearing which may go much 
further than this one by giving “the 
terms or substance of the proposed rule.” 
Here again, the act conforms to the gen¬ 
eral jurisprudence, which makes no re¬ 
quirement of ignorance or lack of 
reasoned prehearing purpose on the part 
of the responsible administrative agency, 
so long as parties are given the oppor¬ 
tunity to submit evidence and argument 
supporting their contrary views. United 
6tates v. Morgan. 313 U. 8. 409: Trade 
Comm'n v. Cement Institute, 333 U. S. 
838. Nor was there prejudice to any 
legitimate Interest of the party advanc¬ 
ing this claim. It made no effort to rebut 
or even deny the facts noticed, and has 
not even advocated any Change in the 
responsive terms of the regulation now 
in effect. 

The fifty-three days notice of hearing 
given here exceeds the customary thirty 
days notice of hearing which also was 
challenged for insufficiency and held 
adequate In the Judicial review proceed¬ 
ings above cited. It exceeds the 15 days 
which is adequate in law by the express 
terms of the applicable statute (44 
U. S. C. Sec. 308*. The proposal of on 
eight month delay to give one individual 
representing a small number of mines in 
Districts 8 and 9. all the time he requests 
to survey the Industry on a nation-wide 
basis, is particularly Inappropriate in 
view of the absence of any proposal for 
abandonment of the format of the de¬ 
termination now in effect which finds 
the minimum wages for such production 
district solely on the basis of the wages 
paid In each of them. Nor was there any 
assurance that granting such delay would 
actually result in the additional wage 
survey suggested. 

Finally, the motion to relocate the pro¬ 
ceedings. made only after a large group 
from distant places had already assem¬ 
bled at Washington pursuant to the 
notice, obviously came too late. The 
party on whose behalf the motion was 
made had been able to present evidence 
giving the name, location, productivity 
and employment at mines having mini¬ 
mum wages less than those proposed at 
the 1955 hearing, without the expensive 
procedure w hich the motion to relocate 
assumed to be prerequisite. The motion 


was not even supported by a statement 
of counsel that he had interviewed a 
single witness in the proposed relocation 
area, or otherwise had reason to suppose 
such witnesses, whom he characterized 
as involuntary, would testify as he spec¬ 
ulated they might Even considered as 
an Initial proposal, the general area sug¬ 
gested is less central or convenient a site 
for the hearing than the City of Wash¬ 
ington, surrounded as Washington is by 
the States of Pennsylvania. West Vir¬ 
ginia, and Virginia, which alone ac¬ 
count for most of this Nation’s produc¬ 
tion of bituminous coal. 

Wages. The United Mine Workers of 
America Introduced evidence of the 
amendments to the National Bituminous 
Coal Wage Agreement of 1950. which 
became effective September 1. 1955, and 
October 1, 1956. Except for Production 
Districts 12 and 21. these amendments 
provide a total minimum wage of 50 
cents per hour in excess of those pro¬ 
vided in the currently effective determi¬ 
nation. The Government introduced Bu¬ 
reau of Labor Statistics Wage Chronol¬ 
ogy No. 4.* which analyzes the National 
Wage Agreement from 1933 tfltough the 
1956 amendment. Counsel for the Ruth 
Elkhom mine objected to this exhibit, 
because the witness who identified it had 
not participated in its compilation. This 
objection appears to have become moot, 
however, as counsel withdrew ail objec¬ 
tion to verbatim copies of the amend¬ 
ments introduced through testimony of 
the Assistant to the President of the 
United Mine Workers of America, which 
were analyzed in the Government Wage 
Chronology Exhibit. 

The absolute application of the mini¬ 
mum wage provision of this agreement 
in the several production districts into 
which the Industry has been divided Xor 
the purpose of this wage determination 
was proven by a list of the several mines 
operated by parties to the agreement, 
giving for each, the production district 
in which it is located, the number of its 
employees in 1956, and the tonnage it 
produced in 1956. This evidence took 
the form of an exhibit compiled and in¬ 
troduced by the United Mine Workers of 
America. The comparative application 
of this minimum wage provision in each 
production district and for the nation as 
a whole is measurable by comparing this 
evidence with the Government’s Exhibit 
“Bituminous Coal and Lignite in 1956”, 
released November 27. 1957. as Mineral 
Market Summary No. 2715 by the United 
States Department of the Interior. Bu¬ 
reau of Mines, as part of its series of 
Mineral Industry Surveys. This com¬ 
parison shows that in 1956 80 percent 
of the bituminous coal produced by the 
industry and 83 percent of its total em¬ 
ployment are subject to the minimum 
wage provisions of the union agreement. 

There was objection to the list of 
mines ’which are parties to the agree¬ 
ment, because the witness had not 
brought to the hearing each of the sev-' 
eral thousand original signed agree¬ 
ments. The colloquy on admissibility of 
the list of mines which were parties to 
the union contract expressly mentioned 
both counsel's failure to apply for a gen¬ 
eral subpoena and the offer of the union 


to produce without subpoena any specific 
contract which counsel might chaltag* 
as means whereby counsel might pro* 
any inaccuracy in the testimony that the 
list was accurate. 

Counsel did not avail himself of either 
of these opportunities. Neither did he 
impair the credibility of the qualifyinc 
testimony by his cross-examin i tion. nor 
offer any rebuttal evidence. The objec¬ 
tion. therefore, rests solely on a rule ex¬ 
cluding evidence which is not tochnlciily 
the best available. Though such an ob¬ 
jection might have basLs in a court of Isv 
if the issue were the rights of the partk* 
under a particular agreement, there k 
no sound basis for it in an administraUr* 
rule-making proceeding where the 
agency rule of practice and the ie$iiia- 
tive history of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act both make it clear that the 
technical rules of evidence do not hive 
application and the mere admission of 
evidence is not to be taken as prejudicial 
error. 

This principle has particular perti¬ 
nence here, where the issue is not the 
liability of a party under a single agree¬ 
ment but the breadth and scope of aa 
industry wage practice resulting from 
national collective bargaining. The 
mines listed in the contracts in his office 
and the identical printed form of all of 
them were facts within the direct testi¬ 
monial knowledge of the union officer 
who testified. The exhibits are plainly 
the most convenient means of presenting 
these data, so that they may be the more 
readily assessed in terms of total ton¬ 
nage and employment in each produc¬ 
tion district without thousands of 
pointless repetitions of the text. Still 
another reason why the exhibits wt 
truly the best evidence on the issues here 
lies in the fact that the exhibits present 
initial data as to the production and 
employment of each mine, which U* 
signed agreements do not reveal* Tto* 
objection is overruled. 

There w as also objection to the pub¬ 
lication “Bituminous Coal and LigntU 
in 1956“ on the ground that it had not 
been introduced through testimony of 
Its author, and on the ground that Uw 
calendar year 1956. to which it related* 
was too remote for it to have relevant 
This last objection is answered in the 
testimony of the witness who identiw 
the publication. He called attention to 
the recent release data of the publica¬ 
tion. and testified that it contained 
most recent data of this type a valla 
The hearing examiner was correct » 
receiving in evidence technical 
tical data in written form which h of a 
substantially non-controvcrsiul nature 
officially prepared on a routine annual 
basis by the Bureau of Mines concerning 
the annual production and employment 
in the bituminous coal Industry in eaeft 
of the several production districts. W 
effort was made by the parties racing 
that objection to present their own ea^ 
or to rebut this evidence in any 

Comparing, for each production 
trict in 1956. the total tonnage and 
ployment in mines operating 
contracts with the United Mine Worttn 
of America, which call for a total »• 
crease in the minimum wage of W 







FEDERAL REGISTER 


3SW3 


Thursday. June 5, 1958 


jjnce the 1055 hearing, with the total 
tonnage and employment of all mines in 
those production districts In that year, 
shows that a clear majority of both the 
tannage and employment is accounted 
for by the signatory mines in all of those 
production districts except numbers 5. 
12, 14, 18, and 22. 

tfo determination is presently in effect 
for Production District No. 5 <Michigan). 
It was determined at the previous hear¬ 
ing that coal no longer was being pro¬ 
duced ui that district. The most recent 
report >hows that coal production has 
not recurred in that district. There is 
no basis, therefore, for making a pre¬ 
vailing minimum wage determination 
for Production District No. 5 at this 
time. 

In Production District No. 12 (Iowa), 
both at the 1955 and 1958 hearings, it 
appeared that only a relatively small 
portion of the bituminous coal produc¬ 
tion and employment occurred at mines 
operating under the United Mine 
Workers Agreement. A comprehensive 
survey of the minimum wages paid for 
work at the several mines in that state 
ras introduced at the 1855 hearing On 
the bast.% of this survey it was determined 
that the prevailing minimum wage 
amon? such mines is $1.40 per hour. 
Certain wage data concerning the mini¬ 
mum wages currently being paid In the 
production of bituminous coal in this 
state and district wore introduced at the 
195$ hearing. These data are not ade¬ 
quate, however, to show that there has 
been any change in the prevailing mini¬ 
mum wage provided in the determination 
bow in effect* Accordingly, this tenta¬ 
tive decision docs not propose any 
amendment to the prevailing minimum 
wage determination presently In effect 
lor Production District No. 12 (Iowa). 

In Production District 14 (Arkansas- 
Okitthoma). th* United Mine Workers 
exhibit shows that in 1956. mines pro- 
cucinu 1,000 tons or more operating un¬ 
der the latest contract with that union 
employed 959 employees and produced 
C97.163 tons of coal. It appears from the 
Bureau of Mines statistics that in 1950 
w! ? e ndnes in this district employed 
employees and produced 1.554.729 
ns of coal. These figures alone suggest 
conclusion that though the union 
ntract had application to a large 
majority of the miners in that district. 

pr .?f Iuced °nly about 45% of the 
tv » * ru * ex *nklt was supplemented 
^testimony, however, from witnesses 
by la bor and management, to 
tila * ln 15,56 Garland Coal 
und the Sallasaw Coal Com- 
though not parties to the union 
it f * cr * the minimum wage 

n their production of 378.418 
22*“*>1? OWahw ™. and that sub- 
btcim, 1 .l? 56 both ot these companies 

S 10 016 anreement. I And. 

14 1I : 0 I P ' -bat m Production District No. 
naff. aJ^T maj , orfty 01 both the total ton- 
m* ta !^™f loyment 14 > n mines operat- 
oUiorj “«reement in 1956 and 

the mln tmum wage it 

0 Dtstrlct No. 18 (New 
Pbicts 12 P° rc ant of the em- 

m antJ 14 Percent of the coal pro¬ 


duction are accounted for by mines 
operating under the United Mine Work¬ 
ers agreement. At the last hearing there 
was detailed evidence as to mines which 
were not parties to the United Mine 
Workers agreement, but which were pay¬ 
ing minimum wages at least as high as 
those provided in the agreement. Since 
that time, there has been a substantial 
decline in the total production of the 
District. This witness, who was well 
qualified as an expert on production, 
marketing and economic trends in this 
industry and who submitted at the 1955 
hearing the detailed evidence as to Dis¬ 
trict 18, expressed the opinion that the 
decline affected mines which paid mini¬ 
mum wages less than those provided in 
the United Mine Workers agreement, as 
fully as it had affected the other mines, 
and that most of the production and em¬ 
ployment In this district continues to 
occur at the mines which pay minimum 
wages at least equal to those the agree¬ 
ment provides. Although this opinion is 
not as persuasive as the statistical pres¬ 
entation concerning this production dis¬ 
trict at the 1955 hearing, it has probative 
value and it may not be dismissed as in¬ 
substantial or unreliable. There being 
no evidence to the contrary, I find thnt 
in Production District No. 18, the major¬ 
ity of production and employment is in 
mines operating under the wage agree¬ 
ment, and others paying the minimum 
wage it requires. 

In Production District Number 22 
(Montana), although 88 percent of the 
employment In mines during 1956 was in 
mines operated under the United Mine 
Workers Agreement, only 312,455 of the 
846,134 tons of coal produced in that dis¬ 
trict that year, or approximately 37 per¬ 
cent. came from those mines. The tes¬ 
timony of witnesses representing both 
labor and management established, how¬ 
ever. that these figures do not Include the 
441.668 tons produced that year by the 
Foley Brothers mine in Rosebud County, 
and that it pays minimum wages at least 
as high as those required by the United 
Mine Workers Agreement, to which it is 
not a party. Upon consideration of this 
additional fact, I find that in 1956. at 
least 89 percent of the production in Dis¬ 
trict 22. and over 88 percent of the em¬ 
ployment there. wras m mines operated 
under the United Mine Workers Agree¬ 
ment and those whose minimum wages 
at least equal the minimum wages re¬ 
quired by that agreement. 

Production District Number 21 (North 
and South Dakota), presents a different 
situation. Sixty-five percent of the coal 
produced in 1956 came from mines op¬ 
erating under agreement with the United 
Mine Workers of America, and 54 percent 
of the employment was in those mines. 
Tills tentative decision proposes no 
change in the determination for District 
21. however, because there has been no 
change since the 1955 hearing in the 
minimum wage required by that agree¬ 
ment, nor any other evidence of change 
in the prevailing minimum wage." 

The Assistant to the President of the 
United Mine Workers of America testi¬ 
fied that the minimum wages called for 
by the October 1, 1956, amendment to 
the Union’s wage agreement have been 


paid since their effective date. He was 
questioned concerning the extent of non- 
compiiance with the minimum wage pro¬ 
vision of the collective bargaining agree¬ 
ment. He called attention to the pro¬ 
vision of the agreement itself providing 
machinery for Its enforcement. He 
testified that the union recognized its 
duty to police the agreement to see that 
it was properly enforced and regarded 
this as one of its important duties. 
Though the primary responsibility for 
enforcement was recognized as one 
which could be most effectively dealt 
with at the local level, the national or¬ 
ganization was vigilant to require an 
investigation of every complaint of vio¬ 
lation. even anonymous ones, that came 
to its attention. Most of such com¬ 
plaints had been found to be without 
merit, but adjustment conformably with 
the requirements of the contract had 
been effected in every case where viola¬ 
tion was revealed. Though the witness 
conceded it to be possible for some vio¬ 
lations of the agreement to occur with¬ 
out knowledge of the fact coming to his 
attention, he testified that this could 
not have happened on such a scale as to 
change the preponderance of tonnage 
and employment in union mines In any 
production district. 

The union testimony of general com¬ 
pliance with the union agreements w*as 
corroborated by all of the management 
representatives that testified. A repre¬ 
sentative of the Island Creek Coal Com¬ 
pany. which operates 19 mines employing 
over 5,000 employees and producing ap¬ 
proximately 14 million tons of coal an¬ 
nually in Production Districts 7 and 8 
gave his opinion “that $2,745 is the pre¬ 
vailing minimum wage” because the con¬ 
tracts provided the "minimum wages 
actually being paid” In those districts. 
The president of the Harman Mining 
Corporation and Feds Creek Coal Com¬ 
pany operating in Production District 
Number 8 testified not only that $2,745 
was the minimum wage paid In his com-* 
pany's mines, but also that mo~t of the 
coal produced in that district ’ is mined 
by employees w'ho arc paid $2.745.** 
The Director of Industrial Relations of 
the Pittsburgh and Midway Coal Com¬ 
pany, which produces over 3 million tons 
of coal annually in its operations in Pro¬ 
duction District 9 (West Kentucky;, 10 
(Illinois). 14 (Arkansas and Oklahoma), 
15 * Kansas, Missouri. Oklahoma and 
Texas), and 17 (Southern Colorado) 
testified that the mines operated by his 
company and those operated by the 
members of the producers associations in 
each of those production districts were 
actually paying the union wages called 
for by the United Mine Workers Agree¬ 
ment applicable In each of those dis¬ 
tricts. Finally, testimony on this point 
was given by the Manager for Business 
Surveys for the Pittsburgh Consolidation 
Coal Company, which operates mines in 
Production Districts Nos. 2 < Western 
Pennsylvania). 3 (Northwest Virginia), 
4 (Ohio), 6 (Panhandle), 7 (Southern 
No. 1 >. and 8 (Southern No. 2), where 
In 1957 it produced a total of 40 million 
tons of coal using 9,900 employees under 
the terms provided in the United Mine 
Workers Agreement. This witness also 
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Rave his opinion that the United Mine 
Workers exhibits of men employed and 
tonnage of coal produced under contracts 
with the union "accurately reflects the 
conditions that are recited therein as to 
the tonnage produced, the men em¬ 
ployed. and the scale paid." 

It was suggested by counsel at the 
hearing and also in several informal com¬ 
munications received since the close of 
the hearing that in some unidentified 
Instances mine managements that are 
parties to the October 1. 1956, amend¬ 
ment to the National Bituminous Coal 
Wage Agreement of 1950. are not paying 
the minimum wage which it requires. 
The only formal proposed findings and 
conclusions filed subsequent to the hear¬ 
ing <on behalf of several mines which did 
not participate in the hearing) suggest 
that by reason of this phenomenon the 
presently effective determination that 
$2.09 is the prevailing minimum wage in 
Production District Number 9 (West 
Kentucky), be left undisturbed notwith¬ 
standing the uncontroverted proof that 
in 1956. 73 percent of all the coal pro¬ 
duced in that District came from mines 
employing 85 percent of all of the miners 
employed in that District which are 
firmly bound by collective bargaining 
agreement to pay no worker who would 
be covered by this determination less 
than $2.59 per hour. 

As opposed to the mass of evidence of 
general actual payment of the minimum 
wages required by the union agreement, 
no testamentary or documentary evi¬ 
dence was introduced to support the 
several suggestions of unidentified vio¬ 
lations. The Walsh-Healey Act requires 
that this determination be made "on 
the record after an opportunity for a 
hearing". On this state of the record, I 
must and do find that the union contract 
w ages in evidence here are actually paid 
in accordance with their terms so gen¬ 
erally and uniformly that any noncom¬ 
pliance as may exist is incidental and 
insufficient to alter the balance for or 
against the union minimum wage in any 
production district. 

Several letters were received after the 
close of the hearing, and some suggestion 
was made at the hearing that a number 
of small mines in Kentucky and Virginia 
are operated by persons who are not par¬ 
ties to the United Mine Workers Agree¬ 
ment and who do not pay a minimum 
wage as high as it provides. The pro¬ 
duction and employment of these mines 
accounts for only a minor portion of the 
industry totals in their production dis¬ 
tricts, the preponderant majority of 
which are subject to the minimum wages 
of the 1956 amendment to the union 
agreement/ It has also been suggested 
that these mines cannot pay a minimum 
wage as high as that required by the 
United Mine Workers contract and con¬ 
tinue to operate. It is said that these 
mines give substantial employment, and 
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I am urged to forego amendment of the 
prevailing minimum wage determination 
on the surmise that to do so will put 
these mines out of business and their 
employees out of w ork at a time of abnor¬ 
mal unemployment. 

There Is no evidence here of any de¬ 
terrent to continued operation of bitumi¬ 
nous coal mines by virtue of payment of 
the proposed minimum wage in the per¬ 
formance of Government contracts for 
bituminous coal. 

Section 10 of the Walsh-Hcaley Act. 
added to it in 1952 by the Fulbright 
Amendment, requires that wage deter¬ 
minations such as this be made "on the 
record after an opportunity for a hear¬ 
ing" and invokes the most formal hear¬ 
ing procedure provided in the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act. That procedure 
requires the decision to be "supported 
by and in accordance with the reliable, 
probative, and substantial evidence." 

Even if in the absence of evidence I 
were free to assume that there are mar¬ 
ginal or other small mines which might 
not be able to continue operations w hile 
paying the proposed minimum wages in 
the performance of Government con¬ 
tracts. and might have to forego them, 
the act gives me no discretion to accom¬ 
modate to such a minority situation by 
departing from those wages in the face 
of the demonstrated fact that they pre¬ 
vail in this industry. The brief and com¬ 
munications I have received, however, 
assume that the only alternatives to 
authorization to perform Government 
contracts at less than the prevailing min¬ 
imum wages established by the industry 
itself, are withdrawal from the industry 
or business failure. No persuasive rea¬ 
sons are advanced for this assumption, 
and the inferences that may be dr^wn 
from available information appear to 
negate it. 

At the 1955 hearing, wage data was 
received from a substantial number of 
small mines also located In Kentucky 
and Virginia, which purportedly showed 
prevailing minimum wages for small 
mines in those areas of $1.00 to $1.25 per 
hour, and of $1.25 per hour respectively. 
The minimum wages determined as pre¬ 
vailing for these areas in such proceed¬ 
ings were $2,245 per hour, except for 
$2.09 per hour for West Kentucky. On 
the basis of these data it would appear 
that to bid for and receive Government 
contracts subject to such minimum 
wages, these small mines had to make a 
substantial upward adjustment In their 
minimum wages. 

There is no showing in these proceed¬ 
ings of measurable cessation of opera¬ 
tions in small mines in Kentucky and 
Virginia attributable solely to adjusting 
to the determined wage* in order to bid 
for and procure Government contracts. 
In this context, the current comment of 
these mines on the effect of the smaller 
increase they indicate will be required 
by the minimum wages proposed in these 
proceedings, appear no more substantial 
than the similar, unrealized speculations 
advanced as to the rates proposed in the 
1955 proceedings. There is no cognizable 
basis in this proceeding for concluding 
that curtailment of employment or earn¬ 


ings will result from this proposed 
amendment. 

Each of the proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions which opposes redcternuiiaUca 
as herein provided has been considered 
and is overruled. 

In revising the wage determination 
regulation to give effect to the minimum 
wages now found to be prevailing, it Is 
proposed to delete the section relating to 
handicapped workers as this problem b 
adequately covered by 41 CFR Part 201. 

Accordingly, upon the findings and 
conclusions stated herein and pursuant 
to authority under the Walsh-Hcaley 
Public Contracts Act <49 Slat 2036; 41 
U. S. C. Sec. 35 et seq.), and In accord¬ 
ance with the Administrative Procedure 
Act <60 Stat. 237: 5 U. S. C. 1001), notice 
is hereby given that I propose to amend 
Title 41 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions, by deleting $ 202 51 <e) . rcleittrifli 
5 202.51 <f) and (g) as 1 202 51 <e> nnd 
(f > respectively, and amenchtn ; 20251 
<li) to read as follows: 


<b) Minimum wage. The minimum 
wage for employees • other than aimlitir 
workers) engaged in the performance of 
contracts with agencies of the United 
States subject to the provisions of the 
act for production of furnishing of 
bituminous coal (including lignite duili 
be the amount indicated for each am 
as follows: 


DUtrict 1. Eastern Pennsylvania: 12 745. 
The following counties in Penw}iT*nt»: 
Bedford. Blair. Bradford. Cambria. Cameron. 
Centre. Clarion. Clearfield. Clinton Elk, For¬ 
est. Pulton. Huntington, Jefferson l ycomtaf. 
McKean. Mimin. Potter, Somerset Tings 
Armstrong County, including mine* semd 
by the Pittsburgh and Shawmut Railroad 
on the west bank of the Allegheny P4»*r. 
and north- of the Conemaugh division of tfc* 
Pennsylvania Railroad. 

Fayette County, ail mines on snd eat 
of the line of Indian Creek Valley broach 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 

Indiana County, north of but excluding 
the Saltsburg branch of the PwiufltHP 
Railroad between Edrl and Bialrsvllk, both 


exclusive. 

Westmoreland County. Including sll mine* 
served by the Pennsylvania Railroad. Tor¬ 
rance, and east. 

All coal-producing counties in the State 
of Maryland. 

The following counties In West Virgin* • 
Oram. Mineral, and Tucker. 

District 2. Western Pennsylvania: *37( 

The loUowlng counties lu PenneyIvaaU. 
Allegheny. Beaver, Butler, Greene, Uwrtnct. 
Mercer, Venango. Washington. 

Armstrong County, west of the AllegnW 
River and exclusive of mines served by 
Pittsburgh and Shawmut Railroad _. 

Indiana County, including all nunc* ***** 
on the Saltsburg branch of the Penniylf*®** 
Railroad north of Conemaugh River. 

Fayette County, except all mlnra on 
east of the line of Indian Creek Valley 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 

Westmoreland County, lncludtm: all 161 
except those served by the Penaiyi**® 


Railroad from Torrance, east. . 

District 3. Northern West Virginia: * 

The following counties in West %!***»£ 
Barbour. Braxton. Calhoun. Doddridge, 
mer. Harrison. Jackson. IswU. ^ 

nongaUm. Pleasants. Prwton. w-jJjT 
Ritchie, Roane, Taylor. Tyler. Upshur, wr 


ster. Wetxel. Wirt. Wood. 

That part of Nicholas County 
mines- served by the Baltimore 
Railroad and north. 


lndudinf 
and Ob* 
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jX»trl«'t 4 Ohio: $2,745. 

All cool* producing counties In Ohio. 

Dtrtrtct 5. Michigan: (No determination). 

Dwtr.c; 6 Panhandle: 12.745. 

The following counties in West Virginia: 

Hancock. Marshall, and Ohio. 

District 7. Southern Numbered 1: $2,745. 

The following counties in West Virginia: 
Ortf staler. Mercer, Monroe, Pocahontas, 
gammers 

Fayette County, east or Oauley River and 
inciudUiK the Gauley River branch of the 
Cfce&apcuke and Ohio Railroad and mines 
icrwd by the Virginian Railway. 

McDowell County, that portion served by 
the Dry Fork Branch of the Norfolk and 
Western Railroad and east thereof. 

galeh’h County, excluding all mines on 
tht Cool River branch of the Chesapeake 
sod Ohio Railroad, 

Wyoming County, that portion served by 
the Gilbert branch or the Virginian Rail¬ 
way lying coat of the mouth of Skin Fork 
of Guy an dot River and thnt portion served 
by the main line and the Glen Rogers branch 
of the Virginian Railway. 

The following counties In Virginia: Mont- 
gOTirry, Pulaski. Wythe. Olle*. Craig. 

Tazewell County, thnt portion served by 
the Dry Fork branch to Cedar Bluff and from 
Blucstone Junction to Roiaeevaln branch of 
the Norfolk and Western Railroad and Rich- 
laada-Jcwcll Ridge branch of the Norfolk and 
Western Railroad. 

Buchanan County, thnt portion served by 
the Highlands-Jewell Ridge branch of the 
Norfolk and Western Railroad and that por¬ 
tion of AAld county on the headwaters of 
Dismal Creek, east of Lynn Camp Creek (a 
tributary of Dismal Creek ) 

District 8 Southern Numbered 2: $2,745. 

Tht following counties in West Virginia: 
Boone, Cloy, Kanawha, Lincoln. Logan. 
Runn Mtr.go, Putnam. Wayne. Cabell. 

Fayette County, west of. but not Including 
tetaes of the Gauley River branch of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad. 

McDo4e]| County, that portion not served 
by and lying west of the Dry Fork branch of 
*h« X<*1otk and Western Railroad. 

Raleigh County, all mines an the Coal 
River branch of the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railroad ana north thereof. 

Xlchoh* County, thnt part south of and 
* f 4 served by the Baltimore and Ohio Rail¬ 
road. 


*y° mln K County, that portion served by 
ouhoxt branch of the Virginian Railway lying 

of the mouth of Skin Fork of Guyandot 

iuvit. 

The following counties In Virginia: Dlck- 
w*™. Lee. Russell. Scott. Wise. 

All of Buchanan County, except thnt por- 
?? on the headwaters of Dlrmnl Creek, east 
VLynn Camp Creek (tributary of Dismal 
nod that portion served by the Rich- 
“Wis-Jewejl Ridge branch of the Norfolk 
** Wettcrn Railroad. 

County, except portions served 
f; Dry Fork branch of Norfolk and West- 
,, RoUrouci and Branch from Bluestone 

iwction l0 Roisacvain of Norfolk and Weu- 

Railroad and Richland*-Jewell Ridge 
of the Norfolk and Western Railroad. 
• Jf J° lIo " lng counties In Kentucky: Bell, 
;?* thltt> Cart * r - Clay, Clinton. EHlatt. 
K 5 ' < ^ rt ^ nu P* Harlan, Jackson, Johnsbn, 
Lrtriul w°*’ LftUr€, « Lawrence. Lee. Leslie. 
• vr, McCreary. Magamn. Martin, Munlfee. 
°w4cy. Perry. Pike, Pulaski, Rock- 
Wayne. Whitley. Wolfe. 
/lad^. A r0l i? Vlng counties In Tennessee: 

cwtwn,! - Cumberland, 
Boarie ° Terton ‘ Pickett. Putnam, 

In North Carolina: 

^ Chiuha n>, Moore. 

-Wo.iio__4 


District 0. West Kentucky: 12.59. 

The following counties in Kentucky: But¬ 
ler, Christian. Crittenden. Daviess, Hancock. 
Hendersou. Hopkins. Logan. McLean. Muh¬ 
lenberg, Ohio, Simpson, Todd, Union, War¬ 
ren. Webster. 

District 10. Illinois: $2,745. 

AH coal-producing counties in Illinois. 

District 11. Indiana: $2.78 

All cool -producing counties In Indians. 

District 12. Iowa: $1.40. 

All coal-producing counties In Iowa. 

District 13. Southeastern: $2,515. 

AH coal-producing counties In Alabama. 

The following counties In Georgia: Dade, 
Walker. 

The following counties in Tennessee: Mar¬ 
ion. Grundy. Hamilton. Bledsoe. Sequatchie, 
White, Van Burnt, Warren. Me Minn. Rhea, 

District 14. Arkantiu-Oklahoma: $2 59 

The following counties In Arkansas: A11 
counties in the State. 

The following counties in Oklahoma: Has¬ 
kell, Le Flore, Sequoyah. 

District 15. Southwestern $2.59. 

Ail coal-producing counties in Kansns. 
All cool-producing counties In Texas. All 
coal-producing counties In Mlrrourl. 

Tlie following counties In Oklahoma: Cool. 
Craig, Latimer. McIntosh, Muskogee, Ok¬ 
mulgee. Pittsburg. Regers. Tulsa, Wagoner. 

District 10. Northern Colorado: $2,790. 

The following counties in Colorado: Adams. 
Arapahoe, Boulder. Douglas, Elbert, El Paso, 
Jackson. Jefferson. Larimer. Weld. 

District 17. Southern Colorado: $2,796. 

The following counties In Colorado: All 
counties not included in northern Colorado 
district. 

The following counties In New Mexico: 
AU cool-producing counties in the State of 
New Mexico, except iho&o included in the 
New Mexico district 

District 18 New Mixlco: $2,790 

The following counties in New Mexico: 
Grant. Lincoln, McKinley. Rio Arriba. Sand¬ 
oval. San Juan, San Miguel, Santa Fe, 
Socorro. • 

The following counties in Arizona: Pinal, 
Navajo, Graham. Apache. Coconino. 

All coal-producing counties In California. 

District 19. Wyoming: $2 82. 

AH cool-producing counties In Wyoming. 

The following counties in Idaho: Fremont, 
Jefferson. Madison, Teton, Bonneville. Bing¬ 
ham, Bannock. Power, Caribou. Oneida, 
Franklin, Bear Lake. 

District 20. Utah: $2.82. 

All coal-producing counties in Utah. 

District 21. North Dakota-South Dakota; 
$24128. 

All cosl-produclng counties In North Da¬ 
kota. Ail coal-producing counties In 8outh 
Dakota. 

District 22. Montana: $2,846. 

AH coal-producing counties In Montana. 

District 23. Washington: $2,735. 

All coal-producing counties In Washing¬ 
ton. All coal-producing counties in Oregon. 

Within thirty days from the date of 
the publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register. Interested parties may 
submit written exceptions to the tenta¬ 
tive decision above described. Excep¬ 
tions should be directed to the Secretary 
of Labor, and filed with the Chief Hear¬ 
ing Examiner. Room 4414. United States 
Deportment of Labor, Washington 25. 
D. C. 

Signed at Washington, D. C.. this 31st 
day of May 1958. 

James P. Mitchell. 

Secretary of Labor. 

|F. R. Doc. 58-4230: Filed. June 4, 1058; 

8:54 a. m.j 


Wage and Hour Division 
t 29 CFR Paris 661, 706 ] 

| Administrative Order 509] 

Industry Committees Nos. 39-D and 
39-E 

REGISTRATION and appointment of 
EMPLOYER MEMDER 

Frank A. Besosa of Hato Rey, Puerto 
Rico has resigned as an employer repre¬ 
sentative on Industry Committees Nos. 
39-D and 39-E. The Secretary of Labor, 
pursuant to authority under the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1038 <52 Stat, 
1000, as amended; 29 U. S. C. 201 et seq.), 
hereby appoints Tomas I. Nldo of San 
Juan. Puerto Rico to serve on said Com¬ 
mittees as an employer representative. 

Signed at Washington, D. C., tills 31st 
day of May 1958. 

James P. Mitchell. 

Secretary of Labor. 

IF. R. Doc. 58-4238: Filed, June 4, 1958; 
8:54 a.m. | 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
C 47 CFR Pari 1 ] 

l Docket No. 12461: FCC 58-514) 

Class B FM Broadcast Stations 

CHANGE or POLICY WITH RESPECT TO 
REVISED TENTATIVE ALLOCATION PLAN 

1. Notice Is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled matter. 

2. It is proposed to change the Com¬ 
mission's policy with respect to the effect 
given to the Revised Tentative Allocation 
Plan for Class B FM Broadcast Stations, 
promulgated June 13,1947 (Public Notice 
8178; 12 F. R, 4031). and to amend 
$3 1.356 <f> and 1.309 <a> of the Com¬ 
mission's Rules. 

3. The Revised Tentative Allocation 
Plan for Class B FM Broadcast Stations 
and the former tentative allocation plan, 
promulgated December 19, 1045 <News 
Release. Mlmco No. 874771 and revised 
September 3. 1946 (Public Notice. Mimeo 
No. 97592: 11 F. R. 11223), were Intended 
as merely a guide regarding the manner 
in which the Commission expected to 
allocate Class B FM channels through¬ 
out the country. It now appears that the 
said Revised Tentative Allocation Plan 
has outlived its usefulness and Is no 
longer necessary in view of the pattern 
that has already been established for the 
assignment of Class B FM broadcast sta¬ 
tions. Thus, of the 18 Class B channels 
allocated to New York City, three remain 
unassigned and two comparative hear¬ 
ings are underway for two of the chan¬ 
nels: of the 18 Class B channels allocated 
to Chicago, one remains unassigned and 
a comparative hearing Is underway for 
that channel; of the 12 Class B channels 
allocated to Philadelphia, two remain 
unnssigned—two applications are pend¬ 
ing for each of the two channels and sec¬ 
tion 309 <b) letters have been sent to the 
applicants: of the 20 Class B channels 
allocated to Los Angeles, two remain un- 
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assigned and two comparative hearings 
are underway for the remaining two 
channels; and of the 17 Class B chan¬ 
nels allocated to San Francisco, one re¬ 
mains unassigned and a comparative 
hearing is underw ay for that channel. 

4. Moreover, in many cases proceed¬ 
ings to amend the Revised Tentative 
Allocation Plan have been instituted as a 
result of applications filed for Class B 
FM facilities in communities not listed 
in the Plan, and such proceedings have 
not generated much interest in the way 
of comments from Interested parties. 
Hence, it appears that these and other 
applications for FM facilities may be 
more expeditiously processed if the Re¬ 
vised Tentative Allocation Plan for Class 
B FM Stations is abandoned, thus obviat¬ 
ing the need for proceedings for its 
amendment. In acting on FM applica¬ 
tions in the past and in amending the 
Tentative Allocation Plan the Commis¬ 
sion has been guided primarily by f 3.313 
of the Commission's rules, which pre¬ 
scribes the method for determining the 
existence and extent of objectionable 
interference, if any. caused by any exist¬ 
ing or proposed FM station. Abandon¬ 
ment of the plan will, therefore, result in 
no substantial change in the ultimate 
action on a particular application. 

5. Abandonment of the Revised Tenta¬ 
tive Allocation Plan for Class B FM 
Broadcast Stations will require amend¬ 
ment of 88 1.356 (f) and 1.309 <a> of the 
Commission's rules. 

6. It is proposed to amend | 1.356 <f) 
to read as follows: 

(f) If. upon examination, the Com¬ 
mission finds that the public interest, 
convenience and necessity will be served 
by the granting of an application for FM 
broadcast facilities (Class A. Class B or 
noncommercial educational, the same 
will be granted. If. on the other hand, 
the Commission is unable to make such a 
finding and it appears that a hearing may 
be required, the procedure set forth in 
8 1.362 will be followed. 

7. It is proposed to amend 8 1.309 (a) 
to read os follows: 

<a> Where the Commission has denied 
an application for a new station or for 
any modification of services or facilities, 
or dismissed such application with prej¬ 
udice. no like application involving serv¬ 
ice of the same kind to substantially the 
same area by substantially the same ap¬ 
plicant, or his successor or assignee, or on 
behalf or for the benefit of the original 
parties in Interest, may be filed within 12 
months from the effective date of the 
Commission's action: Provided, however, 
That applicants whose applications have 
been denied in a comparative hearing for 
a particular television facility allocated 
in the television allocation table, may im¬ 
mediately reapply for another available 
television channel. 

8. Authority for the adoption of the 
proposed amendment is contained in sec¬ 
tions 4 (i). 301, 303 (c), (d). (f). and 
(r), and 307 <b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended. 

9. Any interested party who is of the 
opinion that the proposed amendment 
should not be adopted or should not be 


adopted in the form set forth herein, may 
file with the Commission on or before 
July 7. 1958, a written statement or brief 
setting forth his comments. Comments 
in support of the proposed amendment 
also may be filed on or before that same 
date. Comments or briefs in reply to the 
original comments may be filed within 
10 days from the last day for filing said 
original comments or briefs. The Com¬ 
mission will consider all such comments 
that are submitted before taking action 
in this matter, and if any comments ap¬ 
pear to warrant the holding of a hearing 
or oral argument, notice of the time and 
place of such hearing or oral argument 
will be given. 

10. In accordance with the provisions 
of 8 1.54 of the Commission’s rules or 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all statements, briefs, or comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted : May 28, 1958. 

Released: June 2, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal! Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 58-4241; Filed. June 4 . 1958; 
8:55 a. m | 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[ 17 CFR Part 270 1 

Variation in Sales Load or Redeemable 

Securities or Registered Investment 

Company 

notice or proposed rule making 

Notice is hereby given that the Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission has under 
consideration the adoption of Rule N- 
22D-1 (§ 270.22d-l> under the Invest¬ 
ment Company Act of 1940 to codify cer¬ 
tain administrative interpretations of 
the provisions of section 22 <d) of the act 
and exemptions from its provisions 
granted under section 6 <c) of the act. 
Such interpretations and orders have 
related to permissible variations In the 
sales load charged upon sale of the re¬ 
deemable securities of registered invest¬ 
ment companies. The proposed rule 
would also require a number of changes 
in current practices, including the avail¬ 
ability of a quantity discount for group 
purchases. The proposal is made pur¬ 
suant to sections 6 (c). 22 (d) and 38 (a) 
of the act, 

8cction 22 (d) of the Investment Com¬ 
pany Act prohibits a registered invest¬ 
ment company, its principal underwriter 
or a dealer in Its shares from selling 
such shares to “any person" except "at a 
current public offering price described in 
the prospectus." The purposes of the 
section are to prevent discrimination 
among purchasers and to provide for 
orderly distribution of such shares by 
preventing their sale at a price less than 
that fixed in the prospectus. 

Section 6 (c) provides that the Com¬ 
mission by rule r regulation or order may 
exempt any person or transaction from 
any provisions of the act if, and to the 
extent that, such exemption is necessary 


or appropriate in the public Interest and 
consistent with the protection of in¬ 
vestors and the purposes intended by the 
act Section 38 (a) authorizes the Com- 
mission to issue rules necessary or ap¬ 
propriate to the exercise of the power* 
conferred upon the Commission in the 
act, including rules defining technical 
and trade terms. 

In an opinion of the Commbjaon*» 
General Counsel Issued in 1941. section 
22 id) was construed to perm a con¬ 
tinuance of a long standing practice of 
the industry to grant graduated reduc¬ 
tions in the sales load dependent upon 
the'quantity of shares purchased 
("quantity discounts") if such quantity 
discounts were clearly described in the 
prospectus and available to any member 
of the public on a non-discrimmatory 
basis. 

Paragraph (a) of the proposed Rule 
N-22LM (8 270.22d-l) would codify this 
interpretation to permit such quantity 
discounts to be granted to any perron. 
The proposed rule would also codify 
Commission interpretations and exemp- 
tive orders permitting the computation 
of the quantity on the basis of a single 
purchase, or the aggregate of the share* 
previously acquired and then owned plus 
shares being purchased; and in such in¬ 
stances It w r ould also permit the inclu¬ 
sion of shares of other investment com¬ 
panies employing the same principal un¬ 
derwriter as the issuer. Purchases pur¬ 
suant to a statement or letter of intent 
are not covered by the proposed rule. 
The Commission is tentatively of the 
opinion that the mere intent to purchase 
shares in the future is not a sufficient 
basis for computing a quantity for which 
a quantity discount may be granted with 
respect to all such purchases. 

For the purpose of granting n qusnUly 
discount to “any person *, that term tt 
defined as including an individual pur¬ 
chasing with his own funds for himself 
or as gifts to others, or a trustee or other 
fiduciary purchasing for a single trust 
estate or fiduciary account althoush 
there may be more than one beneficiary. 
The limitations of tills definition reflect 
a stricter interpretation of the statutory 
requirements of section 22 (d) than pre¬ 
vious Commission view's, which had per¬ 
mitted quantity discounts to be ex¬ 
tended to a trustee or other fiduciary. * 
custodian, or an agent purchasing for 
more than one account, and more re¬ 
cently had been extended to a represent¬ 
ative or agent acting on behalf of a group 
of individuals such as members of a med¬ 
ical society or a college faculty. It 
been thought appropriate to regard the 
fiduciary or other representative malt¬ 
ing such purchases as a single purchaser, 
and thus “any person" falling withm tne 
statutory language, where the groups* 
of purchases was voluntarily arrange 
without inducement by the Issuer or nu 
sales representatives. __. # 

The Commission has been reviewing 
industry practices and complaints m 
connection with such groupings of 
chases. It appears that in 
stances the grouping has been 
or encouraged by the investment com* 
pany. its principal underwriter or me 
distributors of its shares, who arcpio- 
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hlbitid under section 22 <d) of the act 
from discriminatory pricing policies. 
Thus It has become increasingly evident 
thai reduced prices are not being granted 
to a single member of the public based 
on the quantity of shares being pur¬ 
chased, but rather to several or numer¬ 
ous individuals comprising selected 
classes" of persons, contrary to the 
spirit and intent of section 22 (d>. An 
important consideration in the group 
purchase is the danger that prospectuses 
will not be furnished to all the individ¬ 
uals comprising the group, thus thwart¬ 
ing the disclosure requirements of the 
Investment Company Act and the Se¬ 
curities Act of 1933. 

Another aspect of the proposed rule 
relates to the investment of dividends. 
Section 22 <d> Ul> permits a deviation 
from the single offering price require¬ 
ment of that section In connection with 
• sale "pursuant to an offer made solely 
to all registered holders of the securi¬ 
ties • • • issued by the company pro¬ 
portionate to any cash distribution made 
to them by the company (subject to ap¬ 
propriate qualifications designed solely 
to avoid issuance of fractional securi¬ 
ties This provision requires, in effect, 
that if an offer is made to stockholders 
to reinvest dividends below the offering 
price, the offer must be made to all 
itockholders in connection with each dis¬ 
tribution. Administratively the Com¬ 
mission has considered that there is lit¬ 
eral compliance with the provisions of 
lection 22 <d) (ii) where reinvestment 
at net asset value is made automatically 
for those shareholders participating in 
a dividend reinvestment plan and all 
nonpartlcipating shareholders are af¬ 
forded separate opportunity for rein¬ 


vestment. 

In some instances the privilege to re¬ 
invest at net asset value dividends paid 
from Investment income has been lim¬ 
ited lolcly to shareholders participating 
in a dividend reinvestment plan, and in 
tome instances the privilege has been 
further limited to the holders of a spec¬ 
ified minimum quantity of shares. The 
Commission is tentatively of the opinion 
“ttt if the costs of administering the 
uinridend reinvestment plan are borne by 
Jhc issuer there should be no deviations 
from the express provhdons of section 
, If the costs of admlnlster- 

dividend reinvestment plan are 
«ot borne by the issuer (the cost of most 
•uch plans are paid by the underwrit- 
v*o^ paniRrap ^ <b) °t Proposed Rule 
~«22IM would permit the privilege of 
wiyestment °* dividend income at net 
•yset value to be limited to plan partici- 
111 addition, this paragraph 
permit a further limitation of the 
privilege to shareholders owning shares 

dian si^uo minlmum value of no more 

The proposed rule would not provide 
m*nf Xe ? ptlon * rom thc express require- 
£it° f ^ tlon 22 (d > <U> with respect 
capital gains distributions, 
ttai privll< *e reinvesting cap- 

b e™»??L ai ? tril>u * ioris At net ass<?t value 
u r*i*, Uc ? *° shareholders pursuant to 
n 5cparate offer ln 

buUon mn f «***» dlStrl - 

live 1 ®?*° he n^de which would 

1 1 stockholders not participating 


in the plan the option to reinvest the 
distribution in shares at net asset value, 
subject only to the right to Impose ap¬ 
propriate qualifications to avoid the is¬ 
suance of fractional shares. 

Paragraph (c) of the proposed rule 
will codify prior Commission practice in 
exempting sales at a reduced load pur¬ 
suant to a uniform offer made to all tax 
exempt organizations enumerated ln 
sections 50i (c) (3> or (13) of the In¬ 
ternal Revenue Code or employees' 
trusts, pension, profit-sharing or other 
employee benefit plans qualified under 
section 401 of the Code. Paragraphs <d) 
and (e> of the proposed rule will codify 
tw f o administrative interpretations de¬ 
signed to reconcile section 22 <d> and 
certain other provisions of the act. Par¬ 
agraph (d) covers the sale of redeemable 
securities to periodic payment plans and 
paragraph (e) covers a private offering 
to raise the initial capital required un¬ 
der section 14 <a). The Commission has 
interpreted the requirements of section 
22 <d’ as inapplicable in these instances. 

The Commission has in the past ex¬ 
empted from section 22 (d). sales for 
investment purposes at a reduced load 
or no load to officers, directors, partners 
and employees of on Investment com¬ 
pany. Its principal undh-writer and in¬ 
vestment advisor, and tathe trustees of 
qualified pension and profit-sharing 
plans for the benefit of such persons. It 
was represon^d that such sales pro¬ 
moted employee incentive and good will 
The Commission upon reconsideration of 
this matter is tentatively of the opinion 
that on balance the business purposes to 
be served by reductions in sales load to 
such persona are insufficient to warrant 
continuation of this practice in the light 
of the policy and Intent of section 22 
<d>. Accordingly, no such exemptive 
provisions has been included in the pro¬ 
posed rule. 

If the proposed rule Is adopted, it is 
contemplated that appropriate proceed¬ 
ings would be instituted to determine 
whether the Commission should modify 
or revoke such outstanding exemptive 
orders as may be Inconsistent with the 
provisioxis of the rule or as may be nec¬ 
essary or appropriate in the public 
interest. 

The text of the proposed rule follows: 

i 270.22d-l Variations in safes load 
permitted for certain sates of redeem¬ 
able securities . A registered invest¬ 
ment company which is the issuer of 
redeemable securities, a principal under¬ 
writer of such securities or a dealer shall 
be exempted from the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 22 (d) to the extent necessary to 
permit the sale of such securities by 
such persons at prices which reflect re¬ 
ductions in. or eliminations of. the sales 
load under any of the followmg circum¬ 
stances: 

(a) (1) In accordance with a scale of 
reducing sales load varying with the 
quantity of securities purchased by any 
person. The quantity entitling any per¬ 
son to any such reduced sales load may 
be computed on any of the following 
bases, and may include redeemable se¬ 
curities of other registered investment 
companies having the same principal 
underwriter as the issuer of such secu¬ 


rities: (i) The aggregate quantity of se¬ 
curities being purchased at any one time; 
or (ii) the aggregate quantity of se¬ 
curities previously purchased or acquired 
and then owned plus the securities being 
purchased. The scale of reducing sales 
loads and the method of computation 
utilized shall be specifically described in 
the prospectus and shall be applicable 
to sales to all persons. 

(2) As used in this paragraph, the 
term “any person" shall include (!) on 
Individual purchasing securities with his 
own funds for himself and/or as gifts 
to others; and (ii) a trustee or other 
fiduciary purchasing securities for a 
single trust estate or single fiduciary ac¬ 
count although more than one benefi¬ 
ciary is Involved. Notwithstanding the 
foregoing, the term shall not Include a 
group of Individuals whose funds are 
combined, directly or indirectly, for the 
purchase of shares jointly or through a 
trustee, agent, custodian, or other repre¬ 
sentative. 

(b) In accordance with a systematic 
plan for the flrinvestment of dividends 
from investment income at net asset 
value, where the privilege of reinvest¬ 
ment at net asset value is available only 
to plan participants; Provided: (1) The 
plan is described in the prospectus; (2) 
the costs of providing and administering 
the reinvestment privilege of such plan 
are not borne by the issuer; (3) partici¬ 
pation in the plan is available to all 
security holders, subject to the right to 
lJmit participation to the holders of se¬ 
curities of a stated minimum value not 
greater than $1,200: and (4> all stock¬ 
holders are notified of the availability 
of the plan at least once each year. 

(c) Upon the sale pursuant to a uni¬ 
form offer described ln the prospectus 
and made to tax-exempt organizations 
enumerated in sections 501 (c) (3) or 
(13) of the Internal Revenue Code, or 
employees* trusts, pension, profit-shar¬ 
ing or other employee benefit plans qual¬ 
ified under section 401 of the Internal 
Revenue Code. 

<d> Upon the sale to a registered unit 
investment trust which is the issuer of 
periodic payment plan certificates the 
net proceeds of which arc invested in 
such redeemable securities. 

(e) Upon the sale through a private 
offering, ln connection with the organi¬ 
zation of the issuer, for the purpose of 
providing the initial capital required 
under section 14 (a) of the act. 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit views and comments on the pro¬ 
posed rule. Written statements of views 
and comments and any requests for oral 
argument in respect of the proposed rule 
should be submitted to the Securities and 
Exchange Commission. Washington 25. 
D. C.. on or before June 25. 1958. Unless 
the person submitting any statement re¬ 
quests that his views not be made part of 
the Commission's public files, they will 
be made available for public inspection. 

By the Commission. 

I SEAL) ORVAL L. DuBOIS, 

Secretary . 

Mat 28.1958. 

IP. R Doc. 50-4226: Piled. June 4, 1058; 

8:51 a. m.J 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

Idaho 

NOTICE or PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

May 27, 1958. 

The Department of Agriculture has 
Bled an application. Serial No. Idaho 
09138, for the withdrawal of the lands 
described below, from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation under the General Mining 
Iaiws subject to valid existing claims. 
The applicant desires the land for 
fitreomslde stones, roadside stones, camp¬ 
grounds and picnic areas. 

For a period of thirty days from the 
date of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions In writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cial of the Bureau of Land Management. 
Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Land Management. Land Office. P. O. 
Box 2237. Boise. Idaho. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register, a separate notice wlU 
be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 
lightning came stream side zone 

Stripe of lnnd 50 feet In width adjoining 
each bonk of Lightning Creek extending from 
IU confluence with Morru Creek northerly to 
Lightning Creek Falla (locally known as Char 
Falls| through the following described lands: 

T. 57 N„ R. 2 B. 

Uruurveyed. but when surveyed will prob¬ 
ably be: 

Sec. 2; Lot 3. SE^NW^. NE%8W»4, 8E*4 

sw*4.BE»4se^: 

Sec. 11; NWKNEtf. 6W&NEV4. NEUSE»4. 
NWUSE‘4,SE*4SEt4; 

Sec. 13; NW’4SWV4. SW»46W»4.8E‘4SW*4; 

Sec. 14; NE*4NEV4, SEV^NE^, NE^SEVfc; 

Sec. 24; NWJ,4NE%. SWINE';. 8E%NE»4, 
NE«4NW14u 
T. 58 N.. K. 2 E.. 

Unsurveyed, but when surveyed will prob¬ 
ably be: 

Sec. 28; SEUNW«4. NE' 4 SWV4. BE^SWK- 
to Char Falls: 

Sec. 35; NE«;NW^. 8EUNWV4. NE%SW*4, 
8*%SWV4. 

T 58 N R 3 E 

Sec 5: Lot 3!*Lot4. 8WV4NW«4. NW*4SW‘4. 

sw^swk: 

6ec.6; NEV4SEt4. SEV4SE*;; 

Sec. 8; NW^NW«4. 

T 57 N.. R. 3 E.. 

Unsurveyed, but when surveyed will prob¬ 
ably be: 

3ec. 19; SW»;NW*4. NE%SW»4, NW»4 

sw> 4 . SE» 4 SW' 4 , SWI 4 SEI 4 : 

Sec. 29; SW!4NW*4. NW^SW*4, SW*4 
SWV4: 

Sec. 30; NE'«NE»4. NW»;NE*4. SEV4NW^: 

Sec. 32; NWV4NW&. SW»4NW»4. NW*4 
SW*4. SW*4SWi4. 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 145 acres. 


NOTICES 


raicrr river xoad no. 4 to roadside zone 

A strip of land 400 feet In width (200 feet 
on each side of center line) of the Priest 
River Road No. 8 through the following legal 
subdivisions or so much of said width as may 
be situated within said subdivisions. This 
comprises about 461 acres of national forest 
land more or less. 

T. 59 N.. R. 4 W., 

Sec. 6; Lot 8 (SE of highway Is patented). 
Lot 11. NW’4NKt4. 8WV4NEJ4; 

Sec. 7; Lot 6. Lot 7. Lot 10; 

Sec. 18; Lot 3. Lot 6. Lot 11. Lot 12. SEV4 
8W54; 

Sec. 19; Lot 2. Lot 3. Lot 4. Lot 6. Lot 11. 
N B'/« N W»-«.SB'.4 NW V4.. 

T.60N..R. 4 W., 

Sec. 81; Lot 7. 

T. 58 N.. R. 5 W.. 

Sec. 2; Lot 4. SW^NW’4; 

Sec. 3; Lot 1. SB*4NE»4. NE^SEU. SW*4 
SE‘4.SEV4 SE*4; 

Sec. 10; NWV4NEV4. *VjNEi 4 NW*4. SE)4 
N r Wl4.Nl4N^NBV4SW*4. 

T. 59 N.. R.5W.. 

Sec. 12; Lot 1, NE’4SE*4; 

Sec. 13; Lot 2. Lot 3; 

Sec. 24; NE*4SE»4. SW^SEfc, 8E'/ 4 SE»4. 

SEUSW 14 ; - 

Sec. 25; NE^ITO^. NW^NW^. SW«4 
NW»,4. se\4NW»4. NWV4SWV4: 

Sec 26; SB‘4NE»4. NEI4SEI4. NW^SB‘A, 

SWI48B14 . se*4SEV4. se» 4 sw» 4: 

Sec. 34; NE«*NE!4. NE' 4 SE» 4 . 

SEV4SEV4: 

Sec 35; NWV4NB*4. NB*4NW%. NW^ 
NWt 4 , 8Wt 4 NW%, NWUSWI4. SW>4 
SWV4. 

T. 60 N.. R. 5 W.. 

Sec.2; NWV4SW*.;. SW*4SW‘4: 

Sec 3; Lot 1. SKV4NEV4, NEV«SE}4. SE»4 

8E!4: 

Sec. 11; NWV4NW*4» HW>4NW*4. SE^ 
NW'4, NE»4SW«4, NW^SWVi, SE»4 

SW'4; 

Sec 14; NW', 4 NE*4,SWUNEi4. NE» 4 NWi4, 

se» 4 nw*4; 

Sec 23; E‘4EyiSEK: 

Sec. 26; NEy 4 NE^NE«4, E4SEi4NE»4NE«4. 
T. 61 N.. R. 5 W.. 

Sec. 14; S^Ny a SE!4SEU. SHSEViSEU. 

SE> 4 SW^SE14: 

See. 23; NE^NEU. NW*4NEV 4 . NW‘4SW»4 
NE&, N*4SW»4SW*4NE*4. NE‘4NE»4 
SWV4. S^NW^NE^SW^. SW«4NEV4 
8WU. E»feBftSWV48W».;. W^SE^SW^ 
SW‘4. 88%SW*48WV4SWU; 

Sec. 20; NW^NW^; 

Sec. 27; NE^SE^NE*;. SW^SE^NEi;* 
8ec. 34; EHNW'4NK» 4 . 8WV4NB l 4. NE% 
5E%. NW»4SE*4, SWV 4 SE%. 8EV4SEK. 

GRANITE CX1XX fiTKLAM&XDE ZONK 

A strip of land 50 feet wide contiguous to 
and on the northerly side of Granite Creek 
and a strip of land 50 feet wide contiguous to 
and on the southerly side of Granite Creek. 
Extending from the boundary between pri¬ 
vate and national forest land In the 8W»4 
NW»4. Section 30. T. 55 N.. R. I E . B. M.. east 
to the confluence of Dry Gulch and Granite 
Creek in Section 29. T. 55 N.. R. 1 E., B. M. 
(surveyed) and situated In the following sub¬ 
divisions: 


T. 55 N.. B. 1 E . 

Sec. 29; NW%NB%. SW*4NK>4. NK' 4 NWV4, 
NW»4NW»4; 

Sec. 30: Lot 2, NBftNEft, SW«4NEJ4. SE>4 
NES4- 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 25 acres. 


FAST row l.TCnTNTNG CJlFtK CAMPOZCVWD ax# 
rtCNic arm 

T. 57 N.. R. 3 K.. 

Unsurveyed, but when surveyed will prob¬ 
ably be: The subdivision In 8ection 31 
that portion of NW^SW^ and sWt 4 
8WV4 east of Lightning Creek and north 
of the East Fork of Lightning Creek. 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 30 acres. 

SUVEI CAMPGROUND AND PTC NIC ,nx 

T. 57N..R/3 E . 

Unsurveyed, but when surveyed will prob¬ 
ably be: The subdivision of Section 29. 
that portion of the NW*4NW' 4 SW‘ 4 
east of Lightning Creek. 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 5 acres. 

RATTLE C*UX CAMPGROUND. PICNIC A*LA 4.VS 
ADMINISTRATIVE SITE 

T. 57 N . R 2 E . 

Unsurveyed, but when surveyed will prob¬ 
ably be: The subdivision of Section 1 
NE'.4NW>4 and NE^SE^NW** csst of 
Lightning Creek and south of Kau* 
Creek. 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 25 acres. 

ROBINSON LAKE CAMPGROUND 

T. 65N. R.2E. 

Sec. 21; Lot 3. leas what would be the 
NViSWy 4 NW*4, Lot 4. leas what would bt 
the S*4NW! 4 8W*4. 

The areas described aggregate Ap¬ 
proximately 24.54 acres. 

J. R PiNsr, 

State Supervisor. 

(F. R. Doc. 68-4200; Filed. Juno 4. 193k 
8:45 a. m l 


Idaho 

NOTICE OP PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

May 27. 1955. 

The Department of Agriculture has 
filed ap application. Serial No. Idaho 
09077, for the withdrawal of the land# 
described below, from all forms of appro¬ 
priation subject to valid exLstim: claim# 
under the Oeneral Mining Laws. The 
applicant desires the land for the Trail 
Creek Recreation Area. 

For a period of thirty days from the 
date of publication of this notice, per¬ 
sons having cause may present their 
objections in writing to the undersigned 
official of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment. Department of the Interior, Land 
Office, P. O. Box 2237, Boise, Idaho. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

The lands involved in the applied 00 
arc: 
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Thursday, June 5, 1958 

Bow Meridian. Idaho 

T9N.hu B.. 

Uruurveyod 8ec, 2; N&NW 1 ;: 

Unsurveyed Sec. 3; N^NE^NE 1 .*, SE’4 

neun**;. 

T. ION. R-11 B. 

j tifvfytd Sec. 34; fiW^SW^KE’^ that 
part ton not Inoluded within the Grand- 
je*n AdrainUtruUro Site. SW^SE»4 
KWH that portion not included within 
the a rand jeon Administrative Site. 
tfHNXH&WK that portion not Included 
within the Grondjean Administrative 
Site. S'.NE^SEU.NW^SEU.N^SWU 
PE'*. SE'iSE‘4: 

Uniurvcyed Seo. 35; SW S 48WV4« S , 4SE*4 

SWVi. 

The above area includes approximately 
330 acres of land. 

J. R. Penny, 
State Supervisor. 

IF. R. Doc. 55-4201; Filed, June 4. 1055; 
0:46 a, m l 


Montana 

NOTICE Or PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OP LANDS ^ 

May 27. 1958. 

The Bureau of Reclamation, U. S. De¬ 
partment of the Interior, has filed an 
application. Serial No. Montana 027972. 
for a first form withdrawal of the lands 
described below, from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation. including the mining and 
mineral leasing laws, as provided in sec¬ 
tion 3 of the act of June 17. 1902 (32 
Slat. 388). as amended. The applicant 
desires the land for right-of-way for 
flowase purposes In connection with the 
Tiber Reservoir. Lower Marias Unit. 
Marias Division. Missouri River Basin 
Project. 

For a period of thirty days from the 
date of publication of this notice, per¬ 
sona having cause may present their 
objections in writing to the undersigned 
official of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior. 1245 
North 29th Street. Billings. Montana. 

If circumstances warrant It. a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 

are; 


Montana Principal Meridian 

T 3GN .R 2E.. 

Soc.ft'.SKMSU. 

T30N.R4E.. 

2: SW^SEH* 


The above areas aggregate 120 acres 

of public lands. 

R. D. Nielson, 
State Supervisor . 

IF. R. Doc. 58-4202; Filed, June 4, 1058; 

6:48 a.m.) 


(Classification 50. Document 180) 
Arizona 

SMALL TRACT CLASSIFICATION.* AMENDMENT 

May 27.1958. 

Effective May 27. 1958, paragraph 4 of 
Federal Register Document 58-1309 ap¬ 
pearing on page 1123 of the issue for 
February 21, 1958, is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

4. • • • Rights-of-way 50' in width for 
street and road purposes and for public 
utilities, along each side of all section 
lines, quarter, sixteenth, and sixty-fourth 
section lines, will be reserved on the 
tracts involved. • • • 

Eugene H. Newell. 

Acting State Supervisor . 

Arizona. 

(F. R. Doc. 58-4204; Filed. June 4. 1958: 
8:46 a. m | 


[Group 293. Arizona] 

Arizona 

NOTICE or FILING OF PLATS OF SURVEY AND 

ORDER PROVIDING FOR OPENING OF PUBLIC 

LANDS 

May 26.1958. 

1. Pursuant to authority delegated by 
BLM Order No. 541, dated April 21, 1954 
(19 F. R. 2473), as amended, notice is 
given that the plats of survey accepted 
December 30. 1957. of T. 42 N.. R. 5 E.. 
and T. 42 N„ R. 6 E.. GLSRM, Arizona, 
including lands hereinafter described, 
will be officially Bled in the Land Office 
at Phoenix, Arizona, effective at 10:00 
a. m. on the 35th day after the date of 
this noticed 

Gila and Salt River Meridian. Arizona 
T. 42 N.. R. 5 K. 

8 ©c. 31. Lou 1, 2, 3, 4. 5, 6, BV a SW*ir 
SB»4. (All); 

See.32,LoU 1.2.3, 4. Sft. (All). 

T. 42 N .. R. 6 £. 

See. 32. LOU 1. 2. 3, 4. SVi, (All) *, 

Sec. 36. LoU l. 2. 3. 4. 81*. (All). 

Within the above described areas are 
471.27 acres of public land. 

2. Except for and subject to valid 
existing rights, it is presumed that title 
to the following lands passed to the State 
of Arizona upon the acceptance of the 
above-mentioned plats of survey; 

Gila and Salt River Mirim an. Arizona 

T 42N.K. &E. 

Sec 32, Lou 3.4. SW 1 4 » 

T. 42 N., R 6 E.. 

Sec. 32. LoU 1. 2. 3. 4. S»*:- 

Sec. 36. LoU l. 3,3.4.6%. 

The areas described aggregate 1.196.05 
acres. 

3. On July 18. 1957, the Director con¬ 
curred in the Bureau of Reclamation 
withdrawal of March 14, 1957, which 
withdrew from public entry under the 
first form reclamation withdrawal, act 
of June 17, 1902. Lots 1, 2, and the 6E*4 
Sec. 32. T. 42 N.. R. 5 E. 

4. The following described lands are 
opened to application, location, selection 


and petition as outlined below. No ap¬ 
plication for these lands will be allowed 
under the Homestead. Desert Land, 
Small Tract or any other nonmineral 
public land law. unless the lands have al¬ 
ready been classified upon consideration 
of an application. Any application that 
is filed will be considered on its merits. 
The lands will not be subject to occu¬ 
pancy or disposition unless they have 
been classified: 

Gila and Salt River Meridian. Arizona 
T 42 PT. R 5 E., 

Sec. 31. LoU 1. 2. 8. 4. 5. 6. E**SW«4. SE’4 
(All). 

The areas described aggregate 471.27 
acres. 

5. Available data Indicates the land in 
Sec 31. T. 42 N., R. 5 E, is rolling with 
sandy soil; the land in Sec. 32. T. 42 N., 
R. 5 E., ranges from rolling to moun¬ 
tainous and the soil varies from sandy 
clay, sandy to rocky; the land in Sec. 32, 
T. 42 N.. R. 6 E. Is rolling with rocky 
clifts along the Faria River Canyon, and 
the soil is sandy with some rock; the land 
in Sec. 36. T. 42 N., R. 6 E., is nearly level 
with sandy soil. 

6. Subject to any existing valid rights 
and the requirements of applicable law. 
the lands described in paragraph 4 
hereof, are hereby opened to filing of 
applications, selections, and locations, in 
accordance with the following: 

a. Applications and selections under 
the nonmineral public land laws pre¬ 
sented to the Manager mentioned below , 
beginning on the date of this order. 
Such application, selections, and offers 
will be considered and filed on the hour 
and respective dates shown for the vari¬ 
ous classes commensurated in the follow¬ 
ing paragraphs: 

<1) Applications by persons having 
prior existing valid settlement rights, 
preference rights conferred by existing 
laws, or equitable claims subject to allow¬ 
ances and confirmations will be adjudi¬ 
cated on the facts presented in support 
of each claim or right. All applications 
presented by persons other than those 
referred to in this paragraph will be sub¬ 
ject to the applications and claims men¬ 
tioned in this paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications under the 
Homestead. Desert Land and Small Tract 
Laws by qualified veterans of World War 
II or of the Korean Conflict, and others 
entitled to preference rights under the 
act of September 27. 1944 ( 58 Stat. 747; 
43 U. S. C. 279-284 as amended), pre¬ 
sented prior to 10:00 a. m. on July l, 
1958, will be considered as simultaneously 
filed at that hour. Rights under such 
preference right applications filed after 
that hour and before 10:00 a. m. on Sep¬ 
tember 30, 1958, will be governed by the 
time of filing. 

(3) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the nonmineral public land 
laws, other than those coming under par¬ 
agraphs (1) and (2) above, presented 
prior to 10.00 a. m. on September 30, 
1958, will be considered as simultaneously 
filed at that hour. Rights under such 
applications and selections filed after 
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that hour will be governed by the time 
of filing. 

7. Persons claiming veterans' prefer¬ 
ence rights under paragraph 8 (a) (2), 
above must enclose with their applica¬ 
tions proper evidence of military or naval 
service, preferably a complete photostatic 
copy of the certificate of honorable dis¬ 
charge. Persons claiming preference 
rights based upon valid settlement, statu¬ 
tory preference, or equitable claims must 
enclose properly corroborated statements 
in support of their applications, setting 
forth all facts relevant to their claims. 
Detailed rules and regulations governing 
applications which may be filed pursuant 
to this notice can be found in Title 43 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 

Thos. F. Britt. 

M onager. 

JF. R. Doc. 68-4205; Filed. June 4. 1058; 

8:46 a. m | 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Wage and Hour Division 

Learner Employment Certificates 

ISSUANCE TO VARIOUS INDUSTRIES 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 14 of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 <52 Stat. 1060. as amended; 
29 U. S. C. 201 ct seq.), the regulations on 
employment of learners <29 CFR Part 
522). and Administrative Order No. 485 
<23 F. R. 200) and Administrative Order 
No. 507 <23 F. R. 2720). the firms listed in 
this notice have been issued special cer¬ 
tificates authorizing the employment of 
learners at hourly wage rates lower than 
the minimum wage rates otherwise ap¬ 
plicable under section 6 of the act. The 
effective and expiration dates, occupa¬ 
tions. wage rates, number or proportion 
of learners, learning periods, and the 
principal product manufactured by the 
employer for certificates issued under 
general learner regulations <55 522,1 to 
522.11) are as indiented below. Condi¬ 
tions provided In certificates issued under 
special industry regulations are as estab¬ 
lished in these regulations. 

Apparel Industry Learner Regulations 
<29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.20 to 522.24, as amended). 

The following learner certificates were 
Issued authorizing the employment of 
10 percent of the total number of fac¬ 
tory production workers for normal labor 
turnover purposes. The effective and ex¬ 
piration dates are indicated. 

Columbia Garment Co.. Third and Union 
Street r. Columbia, Pa ; effective 5-21-68 to 
6-20-59 (Indie*' dresses and duMers). 

Uarrlsvlllc Garment Corp., 112 Cross Street. 
HarrlsviUr. W. V*.; effective 5-23-58 to 
6 22-60 (ladies' and children'ft cotton 
blouses). 

Humberlnnd Dress Co.. 31 North Spruce 
Street. Mount Carmel. Pa ; effective 8-10-58 
to 6-9-59 (children's dresses). 

Joy Togs, Inc.. 050 Highland Avenue, 
Creensburg. Pa.; effective 6-6-58 to 6-5-59 
(children s snowsuiU). 

Kennebec Manufacturing Co., Inc., North¬ 
ern Avenue. Oardiner, Maine; effective 
6-6-58 to 6-5-59 (boys’ pants). 

M& O Sportswear. Inc., Union Mill No. 2, 
Pali River, Mass ; effective 5-22-56 to 5-21-59 
(children's sportswear and outerwear). 


Mode O’Day Corp., Plant No. 2. 146 South 
West Temple. Salt Lake City. Utah; effective 
6-3-58 to 6-2-69 (women's dresses). 

Phlllips-Van Heusen Factory. Patton. Pa.; 
effective 6-2-58 to 6-1-59 (dress shirts). 

Pikeville Sportswear Oo.. Pikeville. Tenn.; 
effective 6-21-58 to 6-20-69 (men's and boys' 
sport shirts). 

Henry I. Siegel Co., Inc,, Pulton, Ky.; effec¬ 
tive 6-27-58 to 6-26-59 (men's and boy's 
pants). 

Tbo following learner certificates were 
Issued for normal labor turnover pur¬ 
poses. The effective and expiration 
dates and the number of learners au¬ 
thorized are indicated. 

Blue Bell. Inc.. Homer. On.: effective 
6-81-88 to 6-30-59; 10 learn era (sport 

jackets). 

C & D Sportswear Corp.. Adel. Ga.; effective 
6-27-58 to 5-26-59; 10 learners (sport shirts). 

New Era Shirt Co.. Arcadia. Mo.; effective 
622*68 to 6-31-59; 10 learners (ladles' and 
girls* bloused. 

New Era Shirt Co.. Piedmont. Mo.; effective 
6-21-58 to 6-20-69; 10 learners (ladles' and 
girls' blouses). 

Normandy Dress Co.. 700 South Madison. 
Bay City, Mich.; effective 5-22-58 to 5-21-59; 
10 learners (ladles' cotton house dresses). 

Stanro Dress Co., Inc.. 810 George Street. 
Throop. Pa.; effective 5-22-58 to 6-21-59; 
five learners (ladles' and children's dresses). 

York Springs Dress Co.. York Springs, Pa.; 
effective 5-23-58 to 5-23 59; three learners 
(ladles* cotton house dresses). 

Youngwood Manufacturing Co.. Inc , 309 
North Fourth St.. Youngwood, Pa.; effective 
5-23-58 to 6-27-59: 10 learners (children's 
snowsults; children's spring jackets). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued for plant expansion purposes. The 
effective and expiration dates and the 
number of learners authorized are indi¬ 
cated. 

CAD Sportswear Corp.. Adel. Gn.; effective 
5-27-58 to 11-26-59; 15 learners (sport 

shirts). 

Pikeville Sportswear Co. Plkevllle. Tenn.; 
effective 6-27-58 to 11-36-58: 10 learners 
(men's and boys* sport shirts). 

Sampson Sewing Co.. Inc.. Clinton. N. C.: 
effective 5-22-58 to 11-21-58; 35 learners 
(women* and children's eportawean. 

Seiro Manufacturing Co.. Denton. Md.: ef¬ 
fective 6-22-58 to 11-21-58; flve learners 
(Indies' sportswear). 

Jack Winter Manufacturing Corp.. Mari¬ 
anna, Ark.; effective 5-21-58 to 11-20-58; 60 
learners (men's slacks). 

Glove Industry Learner Regulations 
<29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11. as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.60 to 522.65. as amended!. 

The Boas Manufacturing Co. Oneida, 
Tenn.: effective 6-23-58 td 5-22-69; 10 per¬ 
cent of the total number of machine stitchers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (work 
gloves). 

Dinberg Glove Corp.. 215 Gilbert Street, 
Ogdenvburg, N. Y.; effective 6-23-58 to 

5- 22-59: five learners for normal labor turn¬ 
over purposes (lined leather gloves). 

Wells Lament Corp.; Philadelphia. Miss ; 
effective 5-22-58 to 6-21-59; 10 percent of 
the total number of machine stitchers for 
normal labor turnover purposes (work 
gloves). 

Hosiery Industry Learner Regulations 
<29 CFR 522,1 to 522.11. as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.40 to 522.43. as amended). 

C. W. Anderson Hosiery Co., East Carolina 
Avenue. Clinton, 6. C.; effective 6-22-68 to 

6- 21-59; flve learners for normal labor turn¬ 
over purposes (full-fashioned, seamless). 


Dapper Hosiery Mills. Inc.. 110 Henry Street 
Clinton, 8. C.: effective 5-21-58 to 5 20 *W; 
flve learners for normal labor turnover purl 
poses (full-fashioned). 

Selma Hosiery Co„ Dillon. 8. C.: effecu** 
6-22-58 to 6-21-69; 6 percent of the total 
number of factory production worken foe 
normal labor turnover purposes (seamiest). 

Selma Hosiery Co.. Dillon, 8. C.; cffcctlt* 
8-2-68 to 12-1-58; 60 learners for plant ex¬ 
pansion purposes (seamless). 

Knitted Wear Industry Learner Hegti. 
lations <29 CFR 522.1 to 522 11. ai 
amended, and 29 CFR 522.30 to 522 35. as 
amended). 

Man ter fit Manufacturing Oorp. Prescott 
Ark ; effective 5-23-58 to 11-23-58: 15 Earn¬ 
er* for plant expansion purposes (mta'i 
shorts; boys* shorts, pajamas). 

Regulations Applicable to the Em¬ 
ployment of Learners <29 CFR 522.1 w 
522.11, as amended). 

R. K. Barter Canneries. Inc., 8tnnirt£toa, 
Maine; effective 5-20-58 to 11-25-58; 10 pr¬ 
een t of the total number of factory prcotic- 
tlon workers for normal labor turnover pur¬ 
poses in the occupation of sardine packers 
for a learning period of 160 hour* nt rate* 
of at least 86 cents an hour for the first 90 
hours, and not less than 90 cents an hour 
for the remaining 80 hours (sordine packing!. 

The following learner certificates were 
issued in Puerto Rico to the companies 
hereinafter named. The effective and 
expiration dates, learner rates, occupa¬ 
tions. learning periods, and the number 
or proportion of learners authorized to 
be employed, arc as indicated. 

Alfra Brn. Inc, Mlnillas Development. 
Baysmon. P. R.; effective 5-16-68 to 7 3-M; 
authorising the employment of 25 2i‘&rn«t 
for plant expansion purposes In the occupa¬ 
tion of tewing machine operators, for s learn¬ 
ing period of 480 houra at the rates of GO 
cents an hour for the first 320 hours and 70 
cents an hour for the remaining 160 hours 
(replacement certificate) (brassieres). 

Atlas Products Corp.. P, O Box 141. Tas 
Alta, P. R.; effective 6-12-58 to 11-11-58; au¬ 
thorizing the employment of 20 learner* for 
plant expansion purposes In the occujxition 
of machine tewing on leather glove* for a 
learning period of 480 hours at the rates of 
65 cents an hour for the first 240 hours and 
64 cents an hour for the remaining 240 boon 
(leather woik gloves). 

Beatrice Needle Craft. Inc., 18 8an VJcenU 
St.. P O. Box 88. Mayaguez. P K ; effective 
6-16-58 to 3-31-59; authorizing the employ* 
ment of 12 learners for normal labor turn¬ 
over purposes in the occupation of sesmf 
machine operators, for n learning period o< 
480 hours at the rates of 60 cents an hour 
for the first 320 hours and 70 cents an hour 
for the remaining 160 houra (replacement 
certificate) (brassieres). 

Beatrice Needle Craft. Inc., P. O B>x W, 
Mayaguez. P. R.; effective 6-15-58 to 9 30*51; 
authorizing the employment of 20 learner* 
for normal labor turnover purpo^e^ m tbs 
occupation of sewing machine operators, for 
a learning period of 480 hours at the rates « 
60 cents an hour for the first 320 hour* so® 
70 cents for the remaining 160 houn 
(replacement certificate) (tomwierer r. 

Beatrice Needle Craft. Inc. P. O 
391. Ponce. P. R.; effective 6-15-58 to 11 4-58; 
authorizing the employment of 25 lcarn«s 
for normal labor turnover purpose* in u*e 
occupation of sewing machine Operator*, for 
a learning period of 480 hours at the rates « 
60 cents an hour for the first 320 hour* 

70 cents an hour for the remaining 160 hour* 
(replacement certificate) (bra»lere*i. 

The Carlb Co . Inc., P. O. Box 277, AihonlW. 
P R : effective 5-13-68 to 6-12-59. author!** 
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ms the employment of 15 learners for normal 
Ubor turnover purpose* In the occupation 
or lewinp machine operators, for a learning 
period of 480 hour* at the rates of 50 cents 
an hour lor the first 240 hours and 58 cents 
an hour for tiie remaining 240 hours 

(WOCOtn'J underwear). 

Csthrrlne Needle Craft. Inc., P. O. Box 88. 
Vaytgucx, P ft.; effective 5-15-58 to 10-28-58; . 
authorising the employment of 25 learners 
foe plant expansion purposes In the occupa¬ 
tion of sewing machine operators, for a learn¬ 
ing period cl 480 hours at the rates of 80 cents 
an hour lor the first 320 hours and 70 cents 
an hour lor the remaining 160 hours 

(replacement certificate) (brassieres). 

Juana Diaz Co.. Inc., P. O. Box 363. Juana 
Dui. P R: effective 5-15-58 to 5-14-50; au¬ 
thorizing the employment of 10 learners for 
normal labor turnover purposes In the occu¬ 
pation of sewing machine operators, for a 
learning period of 480 hours At the rates of 
60 cents an hour for the first 320 hours and 
70 cents an hour for the remaining 160 hours 
(brassieres). 

El Dorado Import & Export. Inc.. P. O. Box 
696, Caguat, P. R.: effective 6-15-58 to 5- 
14-69: authorizing the employment of 10 
Learners for normal labor turnover purposes 
to the occupations of millinery assembling, 
sewing machine operators, and finishing op¬ 
erations involving hand sewing, for a learn¬ 
ing period ol 480 hours each, at the rates 
of 64 cents an hour for the first 240 hours 
and 63 cents an hour for the remaining 240 
hours (women's millinery). 

Island Induitrtes, Inc.. P O. Box 488, 
Catano. P. R ; effective 515 58 to 4-17-50; 
authorising the employment of 20 learners 
lor normal labor turnover purposes tn the 
occupation* of looping, and sewing, lor a 
learning period of 480 hours each at the 
rata of 60 cents an hour for the first 320 
hourj and 70 cents an hour for the remain¬ 
ing 160 hours (replacement certificate) 
(seamless, lull-fashioned girdles). 

Mukrefw. lac , 908 Mlrallores Street. P. O. 
Box 3055. San Juan. P. R.; effective 5-15-58 
to 10-17-58; authorizing the employment of 
24 learners for plant expanalon purpose* In 
tbs occupations of sewing machine opera¬ 
tor* (single needle: double needle; slg-xag; 
fagotUng and leather stitch), for a learning 
period of 480 hours at the rate* of 60 cents 
an hour lor the flrit 320 hours and 70 cents 
an hour lor the remaining 160 hour* (re¬ 
placement certificate) (girdles, corsets and 
allied products). 

Newport Brassieres Co. Inc.. P. O. Box 
10.008. Caparra Heights, P. R ; effective 5-15- 
M to 7-6-58; authorizing the employment of 
125 learners lor plant expansion purposes In 
»e occupations of (1) sewing machine op- 
ewtors. lor a learning period of 480 hours at 
the rates or 60 cents an hour for the first 320 
hours and 70 cents an hour for the remain- 
160 hours; (2) final Inspection of fully 
•“ctnbted garment, for a learning period of 
loo hours at the rate of 60 cents an hour 

replacement certificate) (brassieres and ac¬ 
cessories). 

Paradise Manufacturing Inc., P O. Box 408. 
ourabo. P. r ; effective 5-12-58 to U-ll-58; 
sutnortzlng the employment ol 50 learners 
oxpanilon purposes tn the occupa- 

• n of sewing machine operators, for a learn- 
period of 480 hours at the rate# <5T 60 
** hf>ur for the first 320 hour* and 70 
(b^Lj^cs) 0Ur r ° f UlC remalnln B *60 hour* 

Rico Glove Carp , P. O Box 1007. Cayey. 
ti n n.ff f 0 **** V> 5-5-50; authorizing 

uL C1 ? ploym#nt of 18 Jwncn for normal 
of mJv? n0W PdrP 0 ^* in the occupation 
tor * truing period of 
the ral es of 65 cents an hour for 

Uj* rJ, ?*? hours and 64 cents an hour for 
240 hour * < rabrlc gloves). 

Ham 101 Ponce de Leon Avenue, 

to 5 14-89; 

uwrixing the employment of 5 learners lor 


normal labor turnover purposes In the oc¬ 
cupation of sewing machine operators, for 
a learning period of 480 hours at the rates 
of CO cents an hour for the first 320 hours 
and 70 cents an hour for the remaining 160 
hours (girdles and panty girdles). 

Each learner certificate has been 
issued upon the representations of the 
employer which, among other things, 
were that employment of learners at sub¬ 
minimum rates Is necessary in order to 
prevent curtailment of opportunities for 
employment, and that experienced work¬ 
ers for the learner occupations arc not 
available. The certificates may be an¬ 
nulled or withdrawn, as indicated 
therein, in the manner provided in Part 
528 of Title 29 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. Any person aggrieved by 
the issuance of any of these certificates 
may seek a review or reconsideration 
thereof within fifteen days after publi¬ 
cation of this notice in the Federal 
Register pursuant to the provisions of 
29 CFR 522.9. ' 

Signed at Washington, D. C. tills 28th 
day of May 1958. 

Milton Brooke, 
Authorized Representative 
of the Administrator . 

IP. R. Doc. 58 4215: FUed, June 4, 1958; 

8:48 a. m.| 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

| Docket No. 50-13] 

Babcock L Wilcox Co. 

NOTICE or ISSUANCE OF UTILIZATION 
FACILITY LICENSE AMENDMENT 

Please take notice that the Atomic 
Energy Commission has issued the 
amendment (No. 2) set forth below to 
License CX-1 authorizing The Babcock 
& Wilcox Company to conduct an addi¬ 
tional series of experiments for the Con¬ 
solidated Edison Reactor in the Com¬ 
pany's Critical Experiment Laboratory 
near Lynchburg. Virginia. The Com¬ 
mission has found that prior public no¬ 
tice of proposed Issuance of this amend¬ 
ment is not necessary in the public 
Interest since the operation of the facil¬ 
ity for the proposed series of critical ex¬ 
periments does not present any substan¬ 
tial changes in the hazards to the health 
and safety of the public from those pre¬ 
sented by the operation of the previous 
experiments approved in the original 
license. 

The principal change in the experi¬ 
ments from the series authorized in 
Amendment No. 1 is the use of boric acid 
in the moderator. With the exception 
of modifying the moderator circulation 
system to accommodate the use of dis¬ 
solved boric acid, no modifications will 
be made to the facility as it is now con¬ 
structed. The instrumentation, safety 
devices and auxiliary equipment which 
will be used in the proposed experiments 
are the same as those used in-the pre¬ 
viously authorized experiments and will 
provide adequate protection. The use of 
boric acid in the moderator will not result 
in a significant change in the hazards 
previously presented by operation of this 
critical experiments facility. 


In accordance with the Commission's 
rules of practice (10 CFR Part 2>. the 
Commission w ill direct the holding of a 
formal hearing on the matter of the is¬ 
suance of the license amendment upon 
receipt of a request therefor from the 
licensee or an intervener within 30 days 
after the filing of this notice with the 
Federal Register Division. For further 
details see (1) the application submitted 
by The Babcock & Wilcox Company, and 
amendments thereto, and (2) a hazards 
analysis of the proposed experiments 
prepared by the Division of Licensing and 
Regulation, both on file at the Commis¬ 
sion's Public Document Room. 1717 H 
Street NW.. Washington. D. C. A copy 
of item <2) above may be obtained at the 
Commission's Public Document Room or 
upon request addressed to the Atomic 
Energy Commission. Washington 25. 
D. C.. Attention: Director. Division of 
Licensing and Regulation. 

Dated at Germantown. Md., this 28th 
day of May 1958. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

H. L. Price, 
Director . Division of 
Licensing and Regulation. 

IP. R. Doc. 58-4197; Filed. June 4. 1958; 
8:45 a. m | 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

. (Docket No 11645 etc ; FCC 58-516] 
American Telephone and Telegraph Co. 

ET AL. 


ORDER SCHEDULING ORAL ARGUMENT 

In the matter of American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company. Docket No. 
11645; charges, classifications, regula¬ 
tions and practices for and in connection 
with private line services and channels. 
The Western Union Telegraph Company, 
Docket No. 11646; charges, classifications, 
regulations and practices for and in con¬ 
nection with Domestic Leased Facility 
Service. American Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph Company, ct al.. Docket No. 12194: 
charges, classifications, regulations and 
practices for and tn connection with 
Channels for Data Transmission. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C„ on the 28th day of 
Muy 1958; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the record to date In the above 
entitled proceeding, together with a Pe¬ 
tition for Immediate Rate Reduction, 
filed February 7. 1958. by General Serv¬ 
ices Administration <G. S. A.), request¬ 
ing that the Commission take appro¬ 
priate action to effectuate an immediate 
reduction in the charges of American 
Telephone and Telegraph Company <A. 
T. & T.) for private line services fur¬ 
nished by means of channels of telephone 
grade: an opposition to G, 8. A *s peti¬ 
tion filed by A. T. & T. on February 24. 
1958: a reply to the opposition filed by 
G. 8. A. on March 3. 1958: a Petition for 
Expeditious Handling filed by G. S. A. on 
May 1. 1958; and an opposition to such 
petition filed by A. T. L T. on May 13. 
1958; 







3911 


NOTICES 


It is ordered , That oral argument on 
the matters raised by the above-men¬ 
tioned pleadings herein before the Com¬ 
mission en banc is scheduled for June 12. 
1958, commencing at 10:00 a. m.: that 
counsel for General Services Administra¬ 
tion and counsel for the respondent Bell 
System companies are allowed 30 minutes 
each for argument; and that counsel for 
The Western Union Telegraph Company. 
United Press Associations and Aeronau¬ 
tical Radio. Inc., are allowed 15 minutes 
each for argument: Provided , however . 
That the lost three named parties shall 
each file, on or before Juno 5. 1958, a 
notice of intention to appear and partici¬ 
pate in such oral argument which notice 
shall specify with particularity the points 
upon which the party filing the notice 
Intends to present argument. 

Released: June 2,1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

IF R Doc. 5* 4242; Filed, June 4. 1958; 
8:55 a.m.} 


| Docket No. 12210 etc.. FCC 58M-552) 
Kenneth O. and Misha S. Prather 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING CONFERENCE 

In re application of Kenneth G. 
Prather and Misha S. Prather. Boulder. 
Colorado: Docket No. 12210. File No. 
BP-11289; for construction permit. 

Upon the oral request of counsel for 
the above-named applicant, and with the 
agreement of the other parties Involved: 
It is ordered. This 29th day of May 1958. 
that the further prehearing conference 
in the above-entitled matter presently 
scheduled to be held on June 2. 1958. is 
hereby rescheduled to commence at 
10:00 a. m.. July 8. 1958, in the offices of 
the Commission in Washington. D. C. 

Released: June 2, 1958. 

Federal. Communications 
Commission. 

[seal! Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF ft Doc. 58-4243: Filed. June 4. 1058; 
8:55 a. m | 


| Docket No. 12310 etc.; FCC 58M-554| 
Entertainment Service. Inc. et al. 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In re applications of Entertainment 
Service. Inc., Solvay, New York: Docket 
No. 12310, File No. BP-10988; Joseph A. 
Marturano and Philip S. Marturano 
d b as Rome Community Broadcasting 
Company, Rome, New Vork; Docket No. 
12311. File No. BP-11262; James A. 
McKechnle. North Syracuse. New York: 
Docket No. 12312, File No. BP-11329; 
for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a motion filed on May 28, 
1958, by counsel for James A. McKech¬ 
nle. one of the parties in the above-styled 


proceeding, requesting that the schedule 
previously hxed be extended; and 

It appearing that the counsel for the 
other parties, including the Broadcast 
Bureau, have Informally agreed to the 
requested changes, and good cause has 
also been shown for tlie grant of the 
motion; 

It is ordered , This 29th day of May 
1958. that the motion be and the same 
is hereby granted; and the schedule is 
extended as follows: Exchange of direct 
affirmative cases, on June 10. 1958; 
further prehearing conference on June 
17. 1958; and commencement of evi¬ 
dentiary hearing on July 14, 1958. 

Released: June 2. 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|F R Doc 58 4244; Filed. June 4, 1058; 
8:65 a. m l 


| Docket No. 12360; FCC 58 5031 

Revised Tentative Allocation Plan fob 
Class B FM Broadcast Stations 

WASHINGTON. D. C.. AND WOODBSJDCE. VA. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices 
In Washington, D. C.. on the 28th day 
of May 1958; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration a proposal to amend the Re¬ 
vised Tentative Allocation Plan for Class 
B FM Broadcast Stations, and 
It appearing that Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making (FCC 58-280 ) setting forth 
the above proposal was issued by the 
Commission on March 28. 1958, and wtis 
duly published in the Federal Register 
(23 F. R. 2146». which notice provided 
that interested parties might file state¬ 
ments or briefs with respect to the said 
proposal on or before April 25. 1958; and 
It further appearing that the only 
comment submitted was filed by the S & 
W Enterprises. Inc., the applicant for a 
new Class B FM broadcast station in 
Woodbrldgc. Virginia, for operation on 
Channel 290, favoring adoption of the 
proposed amendment; and 
It further appearing that adoption of 
the proposed amendment will make 
Channel 290 available for the proposed 
station of 8 A W Enterprises. Inc.; and 
It further appearing that authority for 
the adoption of the proposed amendment 
is contained in sections 4 <1>, 301. 303 
(c>. <d>, <f>. and cr), and 307 (b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended; 

It is ordered, That effective May 28, 
1958, the Revised Tentative Allocation 
Plan for Class B FM Broadcast Stations 
is amended as follow's in respect to the 


cities of Washington, D. 
bridge. Virginia: 

C.. and Wood- 

OcomU wa 

Channrb 

DeWU* 

Add 

Wgwtiington, T>. C... 

WomIUhIiv, V».... 

3r» 

WO 


Released: June 2. 1958. 


Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary 


|F. R, Doc. 58-4245: Filed, June 4. 1»S8; 
8:55 a. m.| 


(Docket No. 12393; FCC 58-5041 

Revised Tentative Allocation Plan fo* 
Class B FM Broadcast Stations 

WEST BEND AND MILWAUKEE, WIN 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at Its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 28th day of 
May 1953: 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration a proposal to amend the Re¬ 
vised Tentative Allocation Plan for Class 
B KM Broadcast Stations, and 

It appearing that Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making <FCC 58-364) settim: forth 
the above proposal was Issued by the 
Commission on April 21, 1958, and was 
duly published in the Federsl Register 
<23 F. R. 2761). which notice provided 
that interested parties might file state¬ 
ments or briefs with respect to the said 
proposal on or before May 16, 1958; and 

It further appearing that no com¬ 
ments were filed, either favoring or op¬ 
posing the proposed amendment; and 

It further appearing that adoption of 
the proposed amendment will make 
Channel 223 available for assignment m 
West Bend. Wisconsin, for which an ap¬ 
plication. File No. BPH-2392, has been 
filed by the West Bend Broadcasting 
Company; and 

It further appearing that authority for 
the adoption of the proposed amendment 
is contained In sections 4 (i), 301 303 
<C), <d). <f>. and <r>, and 307 <b> of the 
Communications Act of 1934 as 
amended; 

It is ordered . That effective May 28, 
1958. the Revised Tentative Allocation 
Plan for Class B FM Broadcast Stations 
Ls amended as follows in respect to the 
cities of West Bend and Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin: 


OrTw ral A tt% 


CtlMUl' : s 


Wifi llnv!, Wb. 
MU* nukit*. Wl*_ 


Itelrti. A44 



Released: June 2. 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal 1 Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary , 

|F. R Doc. 58-4246; Filed. June 4. !*** 
8:55 a. m.) 


{Docket No. 12422 etc.; FCC 58 M- 5 WJ 
Pompano Beach Broadcasting Corp rr au 

ORDER RESCHEDULING HEARING 

In re applications of Pompano Beack 
Broadcasting Corporation, Pompano 

























- 


Thursday , June 5, 1958 

Beach Florida: Docket No. 12422. File 
No. BP-11297; Voice of South Miami 
Broadcasters, Inc., South Miami. Flor¬ 
ida; Docket No. 12423, File No. BP- 
] 1410; Louis G. Jacobs, Miami-South- 
Miami, Florida: Docket No. 12424. File 
No. BP-11489; South Miami Broadcast¬ 
ing. incorporated. South Miami. Florida; 
Docket No. 12425. File No. BP-11751; for 
construction permits. 

it w ordered. This 29th day of May 
1958, that the prehearing conference in 
the above-entitled matter presently 
scheduled to take place at 10:00 a. m., 
June 5. 1958. is hereby rescheduled to 
commence at 9:00 a. m.. June 5. 1958. In 
the offices of the Commission In Wash¬ 
ington. D. C. 

Released: June 2, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

[P. R DOC. 58-4247; Filed, June 4, 1958; 
8:56 a. m ) 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. G 13268) 

Texas Eastirk Transmission Corp. and 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND DATE OP 
HEARING 

May 29. 1958. 

Take notice that on September 16, 
1957. Texas Eastern Transmission Cor¬ 
poration (Texas Eastern > and Texas Gas 
Transmission Corporation (Texas Gas) 
flied a joint application and on Novem¬ 
ber 26. 1957, a supplement thereto in 
Docket No. G-13263. pursuant to section 
7 *c> of the Natural Gas Act for a cer¬ 
tificate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity authorizing the exchange of natural 
pa* through existing and a proposed new 
interconnection between the facilities of 
the natural gas companies at the points 
hereinafter described and as more fully 
described in the application and the sup¬ 
plement, above mentioned. 

Installed Interconnections and pro¬ 
posed interconnection: 

ri) At a point near Seymour in Jack- 
son County, Indiana where faculties of 
the Indiana Gas and Water Company 
Horseshoe system connect with Texas 
Eastern's 24-inch line, and at a point 
®cor Mitchell. Orange County. Indiana, 
Wiere Texas Gas and Texas Eastern’s 
oiam lines connect, 

* 2 J! At * point near Lebanon In War- 
^ Coi, nty, Ohio, where Texas Eastern’s 

4-inch and 26-lnch lines connect with 
facilities of Texas Gas. 

( 3> At a point hear Lisbon in Bienville 
wish, l/ouisiana where Texas Eastern’s 
‘‘■o-inch line connects with Texas Gas’ 
28«irch line. 

•4' At the tailgate of Champiin Oil 
Company’s gasoline plant 
th C f rthage Field, Texas, where both of 

* Applicants receive deliveries and are 

connected. 

<5> At the tailgate of Southwest Pro- 
22J* Company’s gasoline plant at 
ac Lincoln Parish. Louisiana, where 
Hu. no-s 
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both Applicants receive gas delivery and 
their facilities are connected. 

(6) Interconnection through the facil¬ 
ities of the Ohio Fuel Gas Comany at 
the delivery points where both Applicants 
connect with the facilities of the said 
Ohio Fuel Gas Company. 

(7) A proposed new connection be¬ 
tween Texas Eastern’s 30-Inch Une with 
Texas Gas* 26-inch line west of the 
Opelousas compressor station of Texas 
Eastern in Evangeline Parish, Louisiana. 

Applicants request that the authoriza¬ 
tion given by order of March 14. 1950. as 
amended by order of February 25, 1953, 
in Docket No. G-1316. be cancelled be¬ 
cause the regular daily exchange author¬ 
ized therein at the Horseshoe System of 
Indiana Gas and Water Company was 
terminated after the construction of 
other facilities by Texas Gas under a 
certificate issued at Docket No. 0-6854. 
Applicants desire to maintain such inter¬ 
connections for possible use in the event 
of emergencies or other occasional use. 

The matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject 
to the Jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
17 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act. and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held on 
June 30, 1958 at 9:30 a. m , e. d. s. t.. in 
a hearing room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street. NW,. Wash¬ 
ington. D. C., concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided, however , 
That the Commission may. after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
$ 130 'e> (3> or ‘2> of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, un¬ 
less otherwise advised, it will be un¬ 
necessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. Washington, 25, D. C., in accordance 
wit h the rules of practice and procedure 
U8CFR 1.8or 1.10) on or before June 20. 
1958. Failure of any party to appear at 
and participate in the hearing shall be 
construed as waiver of and concurrence 
in omission herein of the Intermediate 
decision procedure in cases where a re¬ 
quest therefor is made. 

t seal ] Joseph H. Outride. 

Secretary . 

(F. R. Doc 58-4218: Filed. June 4. 1958; 

8:49 a. m.) 


(Docket No. 0-14494 etc ] 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp. et al. 

ORDER FIXING DATE OF HEARING 

May 29.1958. 

In the matters of Texas Gas Trans¬ 
mission Corporation. Docket No. Q- 
14494; The British-American Oil Pro¬ 
ducing Company (Operator). Docket No. 
G-14515; Soldo Petroleum Company, 
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Docket No. G-14569; Southwest Gas 
Producing Company. Inc., et al., Docket 
No. 0-14835. 

Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Texas Gas). The British-American Oil 
Producing Company (Operator) (Brlt- 
ish-Amcrican). Soldo Petroleum Com¬ 
pany (Soldo) and Southwest Gas Pro¬ 
ducing Company’, Inc., et al. (South west), 
filed applications for certificates of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity, pursuant 
to section 7 of the Natural Gas Act. au¬ 
thorizing the construction and operation 
of natural gas facilities for receiving nat¬ 
ural gas and for the sale of natural gas 
in interstate commerce as hereinafter 
described, subject to the Jurisdiction of 
the Commission, oil as more fully repre¬ 
sented id the respective applications. 

Texas Gas filed its application in 
Docket No. G-14494 on February 14. 1958, 
for authority to coastruct and operate 
approximately 1.74 miles of 6" O. D. 
lateral supply line with appurtenances 
to extend to a point of connection on 
its existing 20" Thibodaux pipeline In 
Assumption Parish. Louisiana, to a meter 
station to be installed and operated by 
Texas Gas in the Ramos Field, in As¬ 
sumption and St. Mary’s Parishes. Louisi¬ 
ana In order to purchase and receive 
natural gas produced in said field by 
British-Amcrlcan, Soldo and Southwest. 
The estimated initial cost of the proposed 
facilities is $61,170. 

On February 19. 1958. British-Ameri¬ 
can. in Docket No. G-14515, on Feb¬ 
ruary 24, 1958. Sohio in Docket No. 
G-145G9. and on April 4. 1958. Southwest 
in Docket No. G-14835, filed certificate 
applications seeking authority to sell 
natural gas in interstate commerce to 
Texas Gas for resale from production 
in the Ramos Field in Assumption and 
St. Mary ’s. Parishes, Louisiana, as de¬ 
scribed above, pursuant to a 20-ycar gas 
sales contract dated November 22. 1957, 
executed by and between Texas Gas, 
British-American, Sohio and Southwest. 

Concurrently with their respective cer¬ 
tificate applications, British-American, 
Sohio and Southw’cst. each filed a copy 
of the aforementioned contract dated 
November 22. 1957. as an initial rate 
schedule to cover the proposed sales. 
The contract provides for an initial rate 
of 20 cents per Mcf at 15.025 psln. includ¬ 
ing the 1 cent Louisiana gathering tax. 

The foregoing applications arc on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. This order shall constitute 
notice of the filing of the applications. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in and subject to the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission by sections 74Uid 15 of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act and the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure a hearing will 
be held on September 15. 1958, at 10:00 
a. m . e. d. s. t., In a Hearing Room of 
the Federal Power Commission. 441 O 
Street NW . Washington. D. C., concern¬ 
ing the matters involved in and the issues 
presented by such applications. 

(B) Protests or petitions to Intervene 
may be filed with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington 25. D. C.. in 
accordance with the rules of practice 
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and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on 
or before June 20. 1958. 

By the Commission (Commissioner 
Dlgby dissenting >. 

I seal I Joseph H. Outride. 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 58-4219: Filed. June 4. 1958: 
8:49 Ain,| 


| Docket No. 0-14580 etc j 

Southern Natural Oas Co., rr al. 

ORDER FIXING DATE Of HEARING 

May 29.1958. 

In the matters of Southern Natural 
Gas Company. Docket No. 0-14560; Kin- 
Ark Oil Company < Operator >. Docket No. 
0-14711; Skelly Oil Company (Opera¬ 
tor). Docket No. G-14712 

Southern Natural Gns Company 
(Southern*, Kin-Ark Oil Company. 
(Operator) (Kin-Ark* and Skelly Oil 
Company <Operator) (Skelly* filed appli¬ 
cations for certificates of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act authorising the 
construction and operation of natural 
gas facilities to receive natural gas and 
for the sale of natural gas in Interstate 
commerce as hereinafter described, sub¬ 
ject to the Jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion all as more fully represented in the 
respective applications. 

Southern in its application filed on 
February 24.1958. in Docket No. G-14560. 
seeks authority to construct and operate 
approximately 2.75 miles of 8" lateral 
supply line to extend from a point of 
connection at or near Milepost 8.724 on 
Southern's existing Sandy Hook Field 
supply line to two meter stations to be 
Installed by Southern in the Dexter Field, 
Walthall and Marion Counties. Missis¬ 
sippi. together with a 220 h. p. compres¬ 
sor station to be known as the Dexter 
Compressor station to be located at or 
near the junction of the proposed lateral 
pipeline and the existing Sandy Hook 
Pipeline. Such facilities will be used to 
purchase and receive natural gas pro¬ 
duced In the Dexter Field by Kin-Ark, 
and Skelly. The estimated initial cost 
of the proposed facilities is $214,290. 

On March 20. 1958, Kin-Ark. in Docket 
No. 0-14711 and Skelly in Docket No. 
G-14712 filed certificate applications 
seeking authority to sell natural gas in 
interstate commerce to Southern for re¬ 
sale from production In the Dexter Field, 
Walthall and Marlon Counties. Missis¬ 
sippi. as described above, pursuant to 
separate 20-year contracts dated Feb¬ 
ruary 24. 1958. executed by and between 
Southern and Kin-Ark. and December 
30.1957. executed by and between South¬ 
ern and Skelly. 

Concurrently with their respective cer¬ 
tificate applications Kin-Ark and Skelly 
filed their respective gas sales contracts 
as initial rate schedules to cover tho 
proposed sales. The contracts provide 
for on initial rate of 21.72126 cents per 
Mcf at 15.025 psia. including reimburse¬ 
ment for certain Mississippi taxes (up to 
1.3 cents per Mcf for taxes in efTect on 
the date of the contract and 7/8ths of 
the excess of auch taxes above 1.3 cents). 


ThOiforegoing applications are on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. This order shall constitute 
notice of the filing of the applications. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in and subject to the 'Jurisdiction 
conferred upon the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act And the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure a hearing will 
be held on September 22. 1958. at 10:00 
a. m.. e. d. s. t. in a Hearing Room of 
the Federal Power Commission. 441 G 
Street NW„ Washington. D. C., concern¬ 
ing the matters involved in and the Issues 
presented by such applications. 

(B) Protests or petitions to intervene 
may be filed with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington 25. D. C.. in 
accordance wi th th e rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or be¬ 
fore June 20. 1958. 

By the Commission (Commissioner 
Dig by dissenting). 

I seal 1 Joseph H. Outride, 

Secretary. 

|F R. Doc. 58-4220: Filed. June 4. 1958; 

8:49 a. m.J 


|Docket No*. G-14705. 0-14764J 
Deep South Oil Company or Texas 
notice of postponement of hearing 
May 29. 1958. 

Upon consideration of the motion filed 
May 28. 1958, by Counsel for Deep South 
Oil Company of Texas for postponement 
of the hearing now scheduled for June 
3. 1958, in the above-designated matter; 

The hearing now scheduled for June 3, 
1958, is hereby postponed to July 8. 1958. 
at 10:00 a. m . e. d. a. t.. in a hearing room 
of the Federal Power Commission. 441 
G Street NW.. Washington. D. C. 

I seal I Joseph H. Outride. 

Secretary. 

IF R Doc. 58-4221; Filed. June 4. 1958; 
8:49 a. ra | 


[Docket No. G-15174] 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp. 

ORDER PROVIDING FOR HEARING AND SUSPEND¬ 
ING PROPOSED REVISED TARIFF SHEETS 

May 29, 1958. 

Mississippi River Fuel Corporation 
(Mississippi) on May 1, 1958, tendered 
for filing Fourth Revised Sheet No. 4 and 
Third Revised Sheet No. 5. to its FPC 
Gas Tariff. Original Volume No. 1. pro¬ 
posing to make effective as of June 1. 
1958, increased rates and charges for the 
sale of natural gas tor; resale. Such re¬ 
vised tariff sheets wouifi effect an in¬ 
crease in rates and charges of $4,097,323 
annually, or 16.1 percent, based on sales 
for the year 1957. 

*The proposed Increased rates and 
charges arc based primarily on (1) a 
claimed 7Vj percent rate of return for its 
transmission system facilities and 10 
percent for facilities of its production 
division; (2) rate increases filed by 


United Gas Pipe Line Company, a prin¬ 
cipal supplier of gas to Mississippi, which 
are currently being collected «ubje< • to 
refund in Docket Nos. G-9547, G-10592 
and G-12801; and <3) other claimed 
increased costs said to have been ex¬ 
perienced since 1952 in wages, salaries 
and taxes. 

Mississippi proposes to Increase iu 
general service rate. No change Is pro¬ 
posed in its rote schedules for *Liiidb*. 
service and field service. The present 
and proposed general service rates arc as 
follows, per Mcf: 



fTwrnt 


Hat* Schmitt W* F-I: 

iWinnA .... ............._.| 

$1 90 

n 

Commodity.... 

a IT 



Changes other than unit prices are: 

(1) The basis for computing the billing 
demand is changed from greatest day's 
delivery during the 12 months ending 
with the billing month (but not more 
than the contracted demand nor less 
than 90 percent of the contracted de¬ 
mand), to the full contracted demand 
and (2) the overrun penalty is revised 
for the stated purpose of removin; am¬ 
biguities and expressing the provision as 
originally intended. 

In support of the proposed Increased 
rates Mississippi states its existing rates 
were established on the basis of 1952 
operations. It claims that its costs have 
Increased since that time and that the 
proposed increased rates and charges 
are necessary to compensate for the in¬ 
creasing costs. 

Mississippi has presented actual costs 
for the calendar year 1957, with adjust¬ 
ments. The company's adjustments in¬ 
clude. (1* increased purchased gas costs, 

(2) reduction In depreciation rates for 
production properties of its Natural Gas 
and Oil division and revisions in depre¬ 
ciation reserves, (3» increased taxes. ‘4* 
increase in transportation charges paid. 
(5) elimination of administrative ;md 
general expenses applicable to r.on- 
utility operations and (8) annual^ Ulon 
of plant additions and related increase 
in depreciation expenses. The company 
submitted a separate cost-of-service 
study for the production operations of 
Natural Gas and Oil division. On the 
basis of such study it computer a unit 
cost of 21.98 cents per Mcf for gas pro¬ 
duced and delivered to its plpelint divi¬ 
sion. 

Analysis of the claimed cost support 
indicates that purchase gas cos* may 
be overstated at least to the extent of 
dependence upon rate Increase* of sup¬ 
pliers which are presently under investi¬ 
gation and that other parts of the 
claimed cost of service, including she 
claimed rate of return and cost alloca¬ 
tion methods, should be determined by 
Investigation and hearing. 

The total claimed costs forMlssMpP* * 
pipeline division operations are $45.- 
205.462. of which $29,580,385. or 65 4 per¬ 
cent. is allocated to Jurisdictional busi¬ 
ness. Estimated revenues under the 
proposed rates total $ 29 , 499 , 601 . or 
$80,784 less than allocated costs. 
aforementioned revenues do not include 
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all revenues received from sales of the 

production division. 

The customer companies and the state 
commissions were invited to submit 
comments on the proposed increase. 
The Illinois Commission requests sus¬ 
pension of the increase. Comments from 
the customers generally request or indi¬ 
cate the necessity for suspension and 
investigation of the filing. 

The increased rates and charges pro¬ 
vided for in the revised tariff sheets ten¬ 
dered by Mississippi on May X, 1958. have 
not been sho/n to be Justified, and may 
be unjust, unreasonable, unduly discrim¬ 
inatory. or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest, and to 
otd in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act. that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the rates, charges, 
classifications, and services contained in 
Mississippi's FPC Gas Tariff, as pro¬ 
posed to be amended by Fourth Revised 
Sheet No. 4 and Third Revised Sheet No. 
5 to Original Volume No. 1 thereof, and 
that said proposed revised tariff sheets 
and the rates contained therein be sus¬ 
pended and the use thereof deferred as 
hereinafter provided. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I). a public hearing be held 
upon a date to be fixed by notice from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the rates, charges, classifications, and 
sendees contained in Mississippi's FPC 
Gas Tariff, as proposed to be amended by 
Fourth Revised Sheet No. 4 and Third 
Revised Sheet No. 5 to Original Volume 
No. 1 thereof as tendered for filing on 
May 1, 1958. 

( B> Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon, Mississippi's proposed 
Fourth Revised Sheet No. 4 and Third 
Revised Sheet No. 5, to its FPC Gas Tar¬ 
iff. Original Volume No. 1, are each 
hereby suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until November 1. 1958. and 
until such f urther time os they are made 
effective in the manner prescribed by the 
Natural Gas Act. 

<9 Interested state commissions may 
participate as provided by $8 1.8 and 
137 <f) of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 

1.37 (fi). 

By the Commission. 

IstALl Joseph H. Outride, 

Secretary . 

IF. K. Doc. 58-4248: Filed. June 4. 1958; 

8:56 a. m.J 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

INotice 219] 

Motor Carrier Applications 


MAY 29, 19D8 


Th* following applications are Bl 
by the Interstate Commerce Co 


mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car¬ 
riers of property or passengers and by 
brokers under sections 206, 209. and 211 
of the Interstate Commerce Act and cer¬ 
tain other procedural matters with re¬ 
spect thereto (49 CFR 1.241). 

All hearings will be called at 9:30 
o’clock a. m.. United States standard 
time (or 9:30 o’clock a. m., local day¬ 
light saving time), unless otherwise 
specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 

or Pre-Hearing Conference 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 1124 (Sub No. 147). filed 
March 27. 1958. Applicant: HERRIN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 2301 
McKinney Avenue. Houston. Tex. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Leroy Hallman, First 
National Bank Building. Dallas 2. Tex. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Cement . in bulk, 
between points in Texas. Louisiana. 
Arkansas. Tennessee. Mississippi, and 
Alabama. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Louisiana. Texas. 
Tennessee. Arkansas, and Mississippi. 

HEARING: July 16. 1958, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building. Franklin and Fannin 
Streets. Houston. Tex., before Examiner 
James I. Carr. 

No. MC 1328 (Sub No. 6>. filed April 
17. 1958. Applicant: J. J. LONO. INC.. 
Frankton Pike. Alexandria, Ind. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Robert C. Smith. 512 
Illinois Building. Indianapolis, 4, Ind. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Mineral wool and 
mineral wool products, from Glmco City 
Ind.. to points in Pennsylvania on and 
west of U. S. Highway 219: points in 
Kentucky on, west and north of a line 
beginning at Louisville, Ky.. and extend¬ 
ing along U. S. Highway 31W. to Junc¬ 
tion U. S. Highway 62 at Elizabethtown, 
Ky.. thence along U. S. Highway 62 
through Lei tch fie Id and Beaver Dam, 
Ky., Vo Junction U. S. Highway 41 at 
Nortonvillc. Ky., thence along U. S. High¬ 
way 41 through Hopkinsville, Ky,. to the 
Kentucky-Tennessee State line; points in 
Michigan north of a line beginning at 
Ludington, Mich., and extending along 
U. S. Highway 10 to Junction Michigan 
Higway 20, thence along Michigan High¬ 
way 20 to Bay City, Mich., thence along 
Michigan Highway 15 (formerly Michi¬ 
gan Highway 24 f to Richvillc, Mich., and 
thence along Michigan Highway 46 to 
Lake Huron: points In Dunklom. Pemi¬ 
scot, New Madrid. Mississippi. Stoddard. 
Scott, Cope Girardeau. Bollinger. Butler. 
Wayne. Ripley. Carter, Oregon. Shannon, 
Reynolds, Dent. Iron. Madison. Perry. 
St. Genevieve. St. Francois. Washington. 
Crawford. Lewis. Knox. Adair. Putnam, 
Phelps. Maries. Osage. Gasconade. 
Franklin, Jefferson. St. Louis. St. Charles. 
St Louis City, Warren. Montgomery, 
Lincoln. Callaway, Cole. Boone. Pike. Au¬ 
drain. Ralls, Monroe. Randolph. Marlon. 
Shelby, Macon. Schuyler. Scotland, and 
Clark Counties, Mo.; Lee. Van Burcn, 
Davis. Appanoose, Wayne. Des Moines. 
Henry, Louisa. Jefferson, Wapello, Mon¬ 


roe. Lucas. Warren. Marion. Mahaska, 
Keokuk. Washington. Muscatine. Scott, 
Clinton. Cedar. Johnson. Iowa. Powe¬ 
shiek. Jasper. Polk. Marshall. Tamo, Ben¬ 
ton, Linn, Jones. Jackson. Dubuque. Dela¬ 
ware. Buchanan. Black Hawk. Bremer. 
Fayette. Clayton, Winneshiek, and Al¬ 
lamakee Counties. Iowa; Kenosha. Ra¬ 
cine. Walworth, Rock. Green. Lafayette, 
Grant, Iowa, Dane, Jefferson. Waukesha, 
Milwaukee. Ozaukee. Washington. Dodge. 
Columbia. Sauk. Richland. Crawford. 
Vernon, La Crosse, Monroe. Juneau. Ad¬ 
ams, Marquette. Washara, Green Lake, 
Fond du Lac. Winnebago. Calumet, She¬ 
boygan, Manitowoc. Jackson. Wood. 
Portage. Waupaca. Outagamie. Brown. 
Kewaunee. Door. Clark. Marathon, and 
Shawano Counties. Wis. Damaged or re¬ 
fected shipments of the above-specified 
commodities from the above-specified 
destination points to Gimco City. Ind. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct opor- 
atipns in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky. 
Michigan. Ohio. Tennessee, and West 
Virginia. 

HEARING: July 21. 1958. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Indianapolis. Ind.. before 
Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 1485 (Sub No. 3). filed May 
12, 1958. Applicant: FRANK C. 

SCHROLL. doing business as SCHROLL 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 5 
Church Street. Wethersfield. Conn. Ap¬ 
plicant's attorney: Hugh M. Joseloff, 410 
Asylum Street. Hartford 3. Conn. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Packing-house 
products and commodities used by pack¬ 
ing-houses as described In Appendix I 
to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates , 61 M. C. C. 209. 272. 
and fish and frozen foods , restricted 
against the transportation of such com¬ 
modities in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Hartford. Conn, to points in Litchfield, 
Hartford and Tolland Counties. Conn., 
the cities of Waterbury and Middletown, 
Conn., and points in Hampden County. 
Mass., and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified > 
used In transporting the above-specified 
commodities on return. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode 
Island. 

HEARING: July 10. 1958, at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Hartford. Conn., before 
Joint Board No. 22. or. if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 2359 (Sub No. 9). filed April 
28. 1958. Applicant: ROCCO D. 
DAMEO. 7 Dameo Place. Short Hills. 
N. J. Applicant’s representative: Bert 
Collins. 140 Cedar Street, New f York 6. 
N. Y. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Pre¬ 
stressed concrete, from Trenton. N. J., 
to points in Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
New York. Pennsylvania. Delaware, and 
Maryland, and returned shipments of 
pre-stressed concrete on return. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in Connecticut. Delaware. Maryland, 
New Jersey. New York, and Pennsylvania* 

Nott: Applicant cm tea that the above 
ferric* will be restricted to a continuing 
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contract with Atlantic Preatrecccd Concrete 
Company. 

HEARING: July 17.1958. at 346 Broad- 
way, New York, N. Y., before Examiner 
Isadora Freidson. 

No. MC 3690 (Sub No. 13). filed April 
17. 1958. Applicant: LESLIE J. 
ST RAWN. INC., 4448 17th Street Exten¬ 
sion NW., Canton. Ohio. Applicant’s 
attorney: Richard E. Brandon. Society 
for Savings Building. Cleveland 14. Ohio. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Franklin. Pa., to Heath. Ohio. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Maryland, Ohio. Pennsylvania, and West 
Virginia. 

Sort: A proceeding ha* been Jn*Ututcd 
under section 212 (ci of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act to determine whether applicant's 
status U that of a contract or common car¬ 
rier. assigned Docket No. MC 2020 (8ub No. 
12 ). 

HEARING: July 17. 1958. at the New 
Post Office Building. Columbus. Ohio, 
before Joint Board No. 59. or. if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, 
before Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 8102 (Sub No. 17>. filed March 
24. 1958. Applicant: U. L. BROOKS 
AND JAMES C. PITTS, doing business 
as CANADIAN TRUCK LINE. 200 North 
Lincoln. Amarillo. Tex. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier. by motor 
vehicle, over a regular route, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value. Class A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, be¬ 
tween Gruver. Tex., and Spearman. Tex., 
from Gruver over Farm-to-Market High¬ 
way 289 to Junction Texas Highway 282, 
thence over Texas Highway 282 to Spear¬ 
man. and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct regular 
route operations in Kansas. Ohio, and 
Texas, and irregular route operations in 
Kansas and Oklahoma. 

HEARING: July 14. 1958, at the Her¬ 
ring Hotel, Amarillo. Tex., before Joint 
Board No. 77. or. if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner James I. Carr. 

No. MC 27962 (Sub No. 12>. filed April 
28. 1958. Applicant: CRAUN TRANS¬ 
PORTATION. INC.. Emma Street. Bctts- 
ville, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: Tay¬ 
lor C. Buraeson. 3510 Lovcquc-Lincoln 
Tower. Columbus 15. Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract or com¬ 
mon carrier, toy motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Refractory 
products . from Maple Grove. Ohio, and 
points within two miles thereof, to points 
in Hancock. Wayne, Brooke. Ohio, Mar¬ 
shall. Mason. Cabell, Kanawha, and fay- 
ette Counties, W. Va. Pallets. skids, and 
shipping containers used in the trans¬ 
portation of refractory products, from 
points in the above-specified destination 
territory in West Virginia to Maple 
Grove. Ohio, and points within two miles 
thereof. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Illinois. Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky, OlUo, and Michigan. 


Note? A proceeding ha* been instituted 
under section 212 (c) of ibe Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act to determine whether applicant's 
status U that of a contract or common carrier, 
assigned Docket No. MC 27062 (Sub No. 11). 

HEARING: July 15, 1958. at the New 
Post Office Building. Columbus, Ohio, 
before Joint Board No. 61. or. if the Joint 
Board wolves its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 31438 (Sub No. 101. filed May 
2. 1958. Applicant: ROY O. WETZ, 
doing business as R. O. WETZ TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, 212 Pike Street. Marietta, 
Ohio. Applicant's attorney: Walter E. 
ShaefTcr. 44 East Broad Street. Columbus 
15. Ohio. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ferro al¬ 
loys. from points in Waterford Town¬ 
ship. Washington County. Ohio, to points 
in Illinois. Indiana. Kentucky. Maryland, 
Michigan, New York. Pennsylvania, and 
West Virginia, and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities, and dam - 
aged. defective . rejected or returned 
shipments of the above commodities on 
return. Applicant Is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Ohio. Indiana, Michi¬ 
gan. Maryland, Virginia. New York. Illi¬ 
nois. Kentucky. Pennsylvania, West Vir¬ 
ginia. and New Jersey. 

HEARING: July 16. 1958. at the New 
Post Office Building. Columbus, Ohio, be¬ 
fore Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 31600 (Sub No. 450). filed 
April 14.1958. Applicant: P. B MUTRIE 
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION. INC., 
Calvary Street. Waltham. Mass. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Harry C. Ames, Jr., 
Transportation Building. Washington, 
D. C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
commodities, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
except gasoline, kerosene, fuel oils and 
asphalt, from points in Connecticut. 
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island to 
points in Ohio and Michigan. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Massachusetts. Rhode Island. New York. 
Connecticut, New Jersey. New Hamp¬ 
shire. Maine. Pennsylvania. Vermont. 
Delaware, Kentucky. Illinois. Ohio, 
Maryland, West Virginia, South Caro¬ 
lina, Virginia. Indiana, Michigan, and 
North Carolina. 

HEARING: July 17. 1958, at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building. 
Boston, Mass., before Examiner C. Evans 
Brooks. 

No. MC 31600 (Sub No. 452>. filed 
April 30.1958. Applicant: P. B. MUTRIE 
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
Calvary Street, Waltham. Mass. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Harry C. Ames, 216 
Transportation Building. Washington, 
D. C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Shorten¬ 
ing, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Pitts¬ 
burgh. Pa., and Chicago, Ill., to Boston. 
Mass., and Portland. Maine, and refused 
and rejected shipments of shortening, on 
return. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island. New York, Connecticut, Maine. 
New Hampshire, Pennsylv&nla, Vermont. 
Indiana. Michigan, Delaware, Ohio, 
Illinois, South Carolina. North Carolina, 


Maryland, West Virginia. New Jersey, 
and Virginia. 

HEARING: July 17. 1958. at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building, 
Boston. Mass., before Examiner C. Evans 
Brooks. 

No. MC 33582 (Sub No. 2). filed May 8. 
1958. Applicant: JOSEPH TAYLOR 
TRUCKING CORPORATION,8315 River 
Road. North Bergen. N. J. Applicant’s 
attorney: Aloysius F. Schaeffnt-r 120 
Broadway. New York 5, N. Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract earner, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route*, 
transporting: Soaps , soap product r, soap 
powders, vegetable oils, shortening, glyc¬ 
erine. cleaning, scouring . and t cashing 
compounds, and equipment, materials, 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
the above-named commodities from 
Edgcwater. N. J.. to points in Rockland 
County, N. Y.. and rejected and/or dam¬ 
aged merchandise and empty containers 
or other such incidental facilities mot 
specified) used in transporting the 
above-specified commodities on return. 
Applicant is authorized to transport sim¬ 
ilar commodities In NeW’Jersey and New 
York. 

HEARING: July 23. 1958. ot 346 
Broadway. New York, N. Y. f before Ex¬ 
aminer Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 34874 <Sub No. 3>, filed 
April 28. 1958. Applicant: JACOB J. 
ELLIOTT. JR.. AND ALVIN R ROTH, 
doing business as SHIVELY'S 47 East 
Union Boulevard. Bethlehem. Pn Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: A. E. Enoch. 
Brodhead Block. 556 Main Street. Beth¬ 
lehem. Fa. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting Gen¬ 
eral commodities, including those of us- 
usual value. Class A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. commodities in bulk , and those 
requiring special equipment . between 
Bloomsbury. Musconetcong Junction, 
Warren Glen. Hughesville. Alpha, and 
Phlllipsburg. N. J., and Easton. E k In¬ 
junction. 13th Street Junction Euston 
(Bushkill Statiom, Easton (13th Street!, 
Kepler's Mill. Walters (Lower Mill *. Coil- 
ton. Zucksvillo. Tatamy. Hercules, stoclc- 
ertown, Belfast, Freemansburg. Florence, 
Bethlehem. East Pennsylvania Junction, 
Allentown, and Fullerton, Po. RE¬ 
STRICTIONS: (a) The service proposed 
to be performed by applicant shall be 
limited to service which is auxiliary to. 
or supplemental of, rail service of the 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company. 
Applicant shall not serve, or interchange 
traffic at. any point not a station on the 
rail line of the Lehigh Valley Railroad 
Company. <c) All contractual arrange¬ 
ments between applicant and the Lehigh 
Valley Railroad Company shall be re¬ 
ported to the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission and shall be subject to revision, 
if and as It is found to be Accessary to 
order that they shall be fair and equita¬ 
ble to the parties. (4> Such further 
specific conditions as the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission may find it necessary 
in the future to impose in order to re¬ 
strict carrier's operations by motor vehi¬ 
cle to service that is auxiliary to or sup¬ 
plemental of rail service. Applicant » 
authorized to conduct operations in hew 
Jersey. New York, and Pennsylvania. 
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Van:: Applicant states that the purpose of 
the instant application la for applicant to 
furnish tractors* to pul! Lehigh Valley Rail¬ 
road Company semi-trailers. In Lehigh Valley 
Railroad Company service, from and to Le¬ 
high Valley Railroad Stations as named 
shore. Applicant further states that they 
propose to transport commodities that may 
be lawfully transported In trailers on flat car 
service lPiggy-Back service) under tariffs 
filed and publlehed by or for the account of 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company as aux¬ 
iliary to or supplemental of rail service. 


HEARING: July 17.1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York, N. Y.. before Examiner 

Iaadore Freidson. 

No. MC 35628 (Sub No. 216), filed April 
11, 1958. Applicant: INTERSTATE 

MOTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, a corpo¬ 
ration. 134 Grandville SW.. Grand Rap¬ 
ids. Mich. Applicants attorney: Leon¬ 
ard D. Verdicr, Jr.. 300 Michigan Trust 
Building. Grand Rapids 2. Mich. Au¬ 
thority nought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, transporting: 
General commodities . except Class A and 
B explosives, dangerous inflammables, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. and commodities In bulk, serv¬ 
ing Mt. Prospect, III., as an off-route 
point, in connection with applicant's au¬ 
thorized regular route operations In 
Certificate No. MC 35628 to and from 
Chicago, Ill. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Delaware, Iowa. 
Illinois. Indiana, Kentucky, Massachu¬ 
setts, Michigan. Maryland. Minnesota. 
Missouri. New York, New Jersey, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Ohio, West Virginia. Wisconsin, 
and the District of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 23. 1958. in Room 852, 
V. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street. Chicago, Ill., before Joint Board 
No. 149, or. if the Joint Board waives its 
light to participate, before Examiner 
David Waters. 


No. MC 35628 (SubNo. 217u filed May 
5. 1958. Applicant: INTERSTATE MO¬ 
TOR FREIGHT 8 YSTEM. a Corpora¬ 
tion. 134 Grandville SW.. Grand Rapids. 
Mich Applicant's attorney: Leonard D. 
Verdicr, Jr., 300 Michigan Trust Build¬ 
ing Grand Rapids 2. Mich. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities , ex¬ 
cept Class A and B explosives, household 
goods os defined by the Commission, and 
commodities in bulk (except scrap metal 
jn bulk), serving the site of Consumers 
Jrower Company plant in Port Sheldon 
Township. Ottawa County. Mich., as an 
oir-route point In connection witli ap¬ 
plicant's authorized regular route oper¬ 
ations between Holland and Grand 
«avcn. Mich., over U. S. Highway 31 in 
Certificate No. MC 35628 at Sheet 5. Ap- 
Jv™ 1 )* ttUttl °rized to conduct opera- 

ons m Delaware. Indiana. Iowa. Illinois, 
Kentucky. Michigan, Massa- 
Vn^v’ Minnesota, Missouri. New 
will!* i w Jcrs °y* Ohio. Pennsylvania, 
trw We8t Virginia, and the Dis- 
«ict of Columbia. 

JHf4JWJVO; July 17 . 195 a. at the Olds 
Hotel Lans^. Mich., before Joint Board 
rivht ♦ ° r * ** the Jolnt Board waives its 
David Water$ lClPat<! ’ ber ° r ° Examlncr 

»*» 3 a 7 «5« fSub No. 8 >. filed May 

4 ^ Applicant: DOYLE TRUCK¬ 


ING CORPORATION. 42-33 24th Street, 
Long Island City 1. N, Y. Applicant s 
representative: William D. Traub. 10 
East 40th Street. New York 16. N. Y. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, and 
such supplies, materials and equipment 
as are used in the manufacture, display 
or sale of furniture, between the sites of 
the plants of The Simmons Company, lo¬ 
cated at or near Elizabeth and Union, 
N. J„ on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Bucks. Chester. Delaware, 
Montgomery, and Philadelphia Counties, 
Pa., and points in New Castle County. 
Del. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
similar operations between specified 
points in New Jersey. New York, and 
Connecticut. 

HEARING: July 28.1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York. N. Y., before Examiner 
Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 39230 (Sub No. 2). filed April 
17. 1958. Applicant: HARCOURT L 
COWAN. INC.. Mllroy. Ind. Applicant's 
nttorney: Robert C. Smith. 513 Illinois 
Building, Indianapolis 4. Ind. Authority 
sought to operate ns a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Empty tin cans, loose or in 
bulk. In bags, boxes, crates, or bundles, 
tin can covers or tops, nested or flat, in 
packages, empty corrugated boxes and 
containers, and canning factory machin¬ 
ery and parts and tools therefore, be¬ 
tween the site of The Heekin Can Com¬ 
pany plant, at or near Newton. Ohio, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in that part of Indiana on and south of 
U. S. Highway 30. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to transport similar commodities In 
Indiana and Ohio and other commodities 
in Indiana. Kentucky, and Ohio. 

HEARING: July 23. 1958. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Indianapolis. Ind., before 
Joint Board No. 208, or. if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before Ex¬ 
aminer Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 40428 (Sub No. 6 ). filed May 
16. 1958. Applicant: CROSS TRANS¬ 
PORTATION. INC.. Bridgeton. N. J. 
Applicant’s representative: Bert Collins, 
140 Cedar Street. New York 6 , N. Y. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Plastic articles or 
containers, from Gla&sboro, N. J., to 
point* In Massachusetts. Rhode Island. 
Connecticut, New York. New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware. Maryland, Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia; and 
such materials and supplies as are used 
in the manufacture, packing and ship¬ 
ping of plastic articles or containers, and 
returned or rejected shipments of plastic 
articles and containers on return. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Pennsylvania. New Jersey. New 
York, Connecticut, Massachusetts. Rhodo 
Island, Delaware. Maryland. Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia. 

% Note: Applicant is authorized to perform 
a portion of the above service and autos no 
duplicating authority is sought; further. It is 
authorized to transport caps, closures and 
accessories for same from Glnasboro. N. J„ 
to the above destination territory and re¬ 
jected and returned shipments to Glass boro. 
Applicant states this application Is filed to 


provide service for additional products of 
shipper served at Olauboro. 

HEARING: July 9. 1958. at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington, D. C., before Examiner 
Michael B. Driscoll. 

No. MC 41406 (Sub No. 4). filed April 
30. 1958. Applicant: J. ARTIM & SONS. 
INC., 7105 Kennedy Avenue, Hammond, 
Ind. Applicant'* attorney: David Axel¬ 
rod. 39 South La Salle Street. Chicago 
3, Hi. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Feb- 
ricated structural iron or steel, and con¬ 
tractors* machinery, tools, equipment , 
materials and supplies, from Chicago 
and point* in the Chicago. 111,. Commer¬ 
cial Zone, as defined by the Commission, 
to points in Illinois. Indiana, Ohio, Mich¬ 
igan. Wisconsin. Minnesota. Iowa. Mis¬ 
souri, and Kentucky, and (2) damaged 
or rejected shipments of the commodities 
specified in this application on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op- 
crations in Illinois and Indiana. 

HEARING: July 21. 1958. in Room 852. 
U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street. Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 43552 (Sub No. 5>. filed April 
15. 1958. Applicant: UNION MOTOR 
LINE. INC.. 2167 Stanley Terrace. Union. 
N. J. Applicant s attorney : August W. 
Heckman. 880 Bergen Avenue. Jersey 
City 6 . N. J. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Coke, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
from the site of the Koppers Company, 
Inc. plant at Kearney. N. J.. to points 
in Berks. Bucks. Carbon. Chester. Co¬ 
lumbia. Dauphin, Delaware. Lancaster, 
Lebanon. Lehigh, Monroe, Montgomery, 
Montour. Northampton. Northumber¬ 
land. and Susquehanna Counties. Pa, 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in New Jersey, New York, and 
Pennsylvania. 

HEARING: July 7. 1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York. N. Y„ before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 44128 (Sub No. 24). filed April 
15. 1958. Applicant: THE TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION. 126 South Main Street. 
Blackstone, Va. Applicant's attorney: 
James E. Wilson. Perpetual Building. 
HUE Street. NW. Washington 4, D. C. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Pallets, cooperage 
stock and lumber (not including ply¬ 
wood and veneer). between points in that 
part of Virginia and North Carolina on 
and west of U. S. Highw ay 301 and points 
in Florence. Darlington. Marlboro. Ches¬ 
terfield. Marion. Lancaster, and Kew- 
shaw Counties. S. C„ on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Tennessee. 
West Virginia, and Kentucky. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida. Georgia, 
Kentucky. Maryland. Massachusetts, 
New, Jersey, New York. North Carolina, 
Pennsylvania. Rhode Lsland, South Car¬ 
olina. Tennessee. Virginia, and the Dls- 
trict of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 11. 1958. at the North 
Carolina Utilities Commission. State Li¬ 
brary Building, Morgan Street. Raleigh, 
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N. C.. before Examiner James C. Chesel- 
dlne. 

No. MC 44639 (Sub No. 8), filed May 
13. 1958. Applicant: SAM MAITA. IR- 
V1NO LEVIN AND ABE LEVIN, doing 
business as L & M. EXPRESS CO.. 220 
Ridge Road. Lyndhurst, N. J. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Herman B. J. Weckstein, 
1060 Broad Street. Newark 2. N. J. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Materials and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture of wearing 
apparel and wearing apparel on hangers, 
between New York. N. Y.. and points in 
New Jersey within 10 miles of New York. 
N. Y.. on the one hand, and. on the other. 
Bedford, Floyd. Lynchburg. Newcastle 
and Roanoke. Va. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to conduct operations in New York, 
New Jersey, Virginia, and Maryland. 

HEARING: July 24.1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N. Y.. before Examiner 
Isad ore Freidson. 

No. MC 46219 (Sub No. 2). filed April 
17. 1958. Applicant: STERNBERGER 
MOTOR CORPORATION. 43-31 36th 
Street. Long Island City 1, N. Y. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Charles H. Tray- 
ford, 155 East 40th Street, New York 16. 
N. Y. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: < 1) 

Furniture , and household and office 
furnishings . fixtures . ajypliances and 
equipment, between New York. N. Y. f and 
Newark. N. J., on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in Connecticut. Dela¬ 
ware, District of Columbia. Maryland, 
Massachusetts. New Hampshire. New 
Jersey, New York. Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island. Vermont, Virginia, and West 
Virginia. (2) Furniture, from North 
Grosvenordale. Conn., Bridgewater. 
Mass., and Hanover and Philadelphia. 
Pa., to New York. N. Y. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in 
Connecticut. Delaware, Maryland. Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania. Rhode Island. 
Vermont. Virginia, West Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia. 

Non: Applicant proposes the service in 
(2) lor tacking with paragraph (1) so mm to 
serve points beyond New York. N. Y. 

HEARING: July 8. 1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York. N. Y., before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 46384 (Sub No. 1). filed April 
28. 1958. Applicant: FRANCES MAR- 
COLIES, doing business os MARGOLIES 
VAN CO, 1481 Westchester Avenue. 
Bronx. New York 72, N. Y. Applicant's 
representative: Irving Abrams, 1776 
Broadway. New York 19, N. Y. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Baggage , in sea¬ 
sonal operations, between June 1 and 
September 30. inclusive, of each year, 
between New York. N. Y.. points In 
Nassau County, N. Y., points in Union, 
Essex, and Hudson Counties, N. J, points 
in that part of Bergen County, N, J.. on 
and south of New Jersey Highway 502, 
and points in that part of Passaic County, 
N. J, west of Pomp ton Lake and the 
Ramapo and Pompton Rivers, on the one 
hand. and. on the other. Camp Kcnny- 
brook, Camp Ta-Go-La. and Camp 


NOTICES 

Roosevelt, all located at Monticello, N. Y.. 
Camp Sequoia, located at Rock Hill, 
N. Y., Camp Delmont, located at Living¬ 
ston Manor. N. Y., and Camp Lakc-Vu, 
located at New’ Brunswick. N. J. Appli¬ 
cant Is authorized to conduct operations 
in Connecticut, New* Jersey, New York, 
and Pennsylvania. 

HEARING: July 21.1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York. N. Y.. before Examiner 
Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub No. 108), filed May 
21. 1058. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPO¬ 
RATION. 2111 Woodward Avenue, De¬ 
troit 1. Mich. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Schneider. 
Ind.. and points within five (5) miles 
thereof, to points in Illinois. Michigan, 
and Wisconsin. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations In Connecticut, 
Delaware. Florida, Georgia. Illinois. In¬ 
diana. Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts. Michigan, 
Minnesota. Missouri. Nebraska, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina, North Dakota. Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. 
South Carolina. South Dakota. Tennes¬ 
see, Vermont. Virginia. West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: June 20. 1958, In Room 
852. U. S. Custom House, 610 South 
Canal Street. Chicago. Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Alton R. Smith. 

No. MC 52657 (Sub No. 516). filed May 
5. 1958. Applicant: ARCO AUTO CAR¬ 
RIER, INC.. 7530 8. Western Avenue, 
Chicago 20. HI. Applicant's attorney: 
Louis E. Smith. 1800 North Meridian, In¬ 
dianapolis, Ind. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Tractors . except truck tractors, with or 
without attachments; trailers, other than 
those designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles; tools, parts and other 
equipment designed for use in connection 
with tractors and or trailers and moving 
in combination loads with tractors And/ 
or trailers, (1) bctw’cen Churubusco, Ind., 
and points In Arizona. Alabama. Arkan¬ 
sas. California. Colorado, Florida. Geor¬ 
gia. Idaho, Illinois. Indiana. Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Kentucky. Louisiana. Michigan, 
Minnesota, Mississippi. Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana. Nebraska, Nevadn, New Mexico. 
North Carolina. North Dakota. Okla¬ 
homa. Oregon. South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah. Wash¬ 
ington. Wisconsin, Wyoming, and 
Alaska: (2) commodities named above 
when moving as show equipment and dis¬ 
plays. from points in the above-named 
destination States to Churubusco, Ind. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations throughout the United States. 

HEARING: July 24. 1958, in Room 852, 
U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street. Chicago. Ill., before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 52657 (Sub No. 517), filed May 
5. 1958. Applicant: ARCO AUTO CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC.. 7530 South Western 
Avenue, Chicago 20, HL Applicant's at¬ 
torney: Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West 
Doty Street. Madison. Wis. Authority 


sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route*, 
transporting: Motor vehicles (as donned 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier CortUV, 
cates. Ex Parte No. MC-45), in initial 
movements, by the truckaway and drive* 
away methods, from Boston. Ma>.*v, to 
points In the United States and Alaska. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations throughout the United States. 

HEARING July 10.1958. at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington. D. C„ before Examiner Leo 
W. Cunningham. 

No. MC 52657 iSub No. 518>, filed May 
5, 1958. Applicant: ARCO AUTO CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC.. 7530 South Western 
Avenue. Chicago 20, Ill. Applicant's at¬ 
torney: Glenn W. Stephens, 121 Wert 
Doty Street. Madison. Wis. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicles, over irregular rout«, 
transporting: Communication shelters . 
equipped or unequipped, from Washing¬ 
ton. D. C.. and Beltsville, Md., to point! 
in the United States and Alaska Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
throughout the United States. 

HEARING: July 8, 1958, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington, D. C., before Examiner Leo 
W. Cunningham. 

No. MC 52657 (Sub No. 519). filed May 
5. 1958. Applicant: ARCO AUTO CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC., 7530 South Western Ave¬ 
nue. Chicago 20. IU. Applicant s attor¬ 
ney: Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West Doty 
Street. Madison. Wis. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport* 
ing: (A) Trailers , other than those de¬ 
signed to be drawn by passenstr auto¬ 
mobiles. in initial truckaway and drive* 
away service, from Washington. D. C., 
and Beltsville. Md.. to points in the 
United States and Alaska: (B) tractors t 
in secondary driveaway service, only 
when drawing trailers moving in initial 
driveaway service, as described above, 
from Washington. D. C„ and Beltsville, 
Md., to points in Alabama, Arizona. Ar¬ 
kansas. California, Colorado. Georgia, 
Idaho. Kansas, Louisiana. Maine. Mis¬ 
sissippi. Montana. Nevada, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Now Mexico. North Dakota. Okla¬ 
homa. Oregon. South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see. Texas. Utah, Vermont. Washington, 
Wyoming, the District of Columbia, and 
Alaska: (C> truck and trailer bodies* 
from Washington, D. C.. and Beltsville, 
Md.. to points in the United States, in¬ 
cluding such bodies when loaded in or 
on shipper's trailer moving in truckaway 
or driveaway service, as named In 
above. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations throughout the United 
States. 

HEARING: July 9, 1958. at the Office* 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington. D. C.. before Examiner uo 
W. Cunningham. 

No MC 52657 (Sub No. 520 ), filed 
5, 1958. Applicant: ARCO AUTO CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC., 7530 South Western Ave¬ 
nue. Chicago 20. UL Applicant's attor¬ 
ney: Louis E. Smith. 1800 North Merid¬ 
ian. Indianapolis, Ind. Authority sough* 
to operate as a common carrier, by motur 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport* 
ing: Tractors, except truck tractors, witn 
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or without equipment attached thereto: 
trotters, other than those designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles; tools , 
port, and other equipment designed for 
use to connection with and moving In 
combination loads with tractors, (1) be¬ 
tween Burlington. Iowa, and points in 
the United States and Alaska; (2) Com¬ 
modities named above when moving as 
show equipment and displays, from 
points to tiie United States and Alaska 
to Burlington. Iowa. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations through¬ 
out the United States. 

Kan- Applicant states that It seeks no 
duplication o t existing or requested author¬ 
ity la tbls sppUcatlon. 


HEARING: July 24, 1958, in Room 852, 
U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, HI., before Examiner 


David Waters, 

No. MC 52729 (Sub No. 16). Bled May 
7. 1958. Applicant: FRANK FIOROT. 
THOMAS J. WATERS AND MERLIN O. 
TUCKER, doing business as FIOROT 
TRUCK 1NO. Box 43. Pen Argyl. Pa. Ap¬ 
plicant's attorney: William J. Wilcox. 
Commonweaith Building. 512 Hamilton 
Street, Allentown. Pa. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier . by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over Irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) asphalt shingles and sup¬ 
plies used in the installation of asphalt 
shingles . from Kearny. Hudson County. 
N. J.. to Wind Gap. Pa., and points within 
5 miles thereof: <2> precast concrete 
beams, planks . slabs, lintels and crib- 
btngs. from the site of the plant or plants 
of Structural Precast Co.. Inc., at Raubs- 
ville. Pa., to points in New York. New 
Jersey, Delaware. Maryland, and the 
District of Columbia: (3) stone, white- 
stone, marble and marble chips. from 
French Lick. Ind.. Crossville. Crab Or¬ 
chard. and Knoxville. Tenn.. Mount 
Airy. N. C., and Glcnmont. Ohio, to 
points in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, 
and damaged shipments of the above 
commodities on return. Applicant Is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Penn¬ 
sylvania, New Jersey. Massachusetts. 
Connecticut. New York. Rhode Island. 
District of Columbia, Virginia, Vermont, 
Maryland. West Virginia. Ohio. Dela¬ 


ware. Alabama, Florida. Georgia. Illi¬ 
nois. Kentucky, Mississippi, and Missouri. 

REARING: July 16. 1958. at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel. 3900 Chestnut Street. 
Philadelphia. Pa., before Examiner Isa- 
dore Freidson. 

No. MC 55811 (Sub No. 40). filed 
March 20. 1958. Applicant: CRAIO 
TRUCKINO. INC.. Albany. Ind. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney : Howell Ellis. 520 Illinois 
Building. Indianapolis. Ind. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
•fansportlng: Canned goods, from Lake 
Inessa. Mich., to points in Allegheny. 
Armstrong, Beaver. Butler, Lawrence, 
Mercer, and Washington Counties, Pa. 
except Pittsburgh), and Murrysville 
^Westmoreland County), Pa., and dam- 
yea or refected shipments of canned 
Roods on return. Applicant is authorized 
10 transport simfiar commodities in III!- 
nou, Indiana, Iowa. Kentucky. Mich- 
MUsouri, Ohio. Pennsylvania, and 


HEARING: July 14. 1958. at the Olds 
Hotel. Lansing. Mich., before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 55811 (Sub No. 41 >. filed 
March 31. 1958. Applicant: CRAIO 
TRUCKINO. INC.. Albany. Ind. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Howell Ellis. 520 Illinois 
Building. Indianapolis. Ind. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs and food prep¬ 
arations, except canned goods, from Fre¬ 
mont. Mich., to points in Illinois. In¬ 
diana. Ohio. Louisville and Covington, 
Ky., St. Louis, Mo., and Pittsburgh. Pa., 
and equipment . materials and supplies 
as arc used or useful in the manufacture, 
packing, shipping and sale of the above 
commodities on return. Applicant is 
authorized to transport similar com¬ 
modities in Kentucky. Illinois. Ohio. In¬ 
diana. Missouri. Pennsylvania, West 
Virginia, and Iowa. 

HEARING: July 14. 1958, at the Olds 
Hotel. Lansing. Mich., before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 61403 (Sub No. 30>. filed May 
8.1958. Applicant: ROBINSON TRANS¬ 
FER MOTOR LINES, INC., Wilcox Drive, 
Kingsport. Tcnn. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Nitric acid, in bulk, in tank Vehicles, 
from Lima, Ohio, to points In North Car¬ 
olina and South Carolina. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations In Ala¬ 
bama. Arkansas. Connecticut. Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia. Illinois. Indiana. Iowa. 
Kentucky, Louisiana. Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan. Minnesota, 
Mississippi. Missouri. New Hampshire. 
New Jersey. New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio. Pennsylvania. Rhode Island. South 
Carolina. Tennessee. Texas, Vermont. 
Virginia. West Virginia. Wisconsin, and 
the District of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 17. 1958. at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 61624 «Su>> No. 4). filed April 
10. 1958. Applicant: KIRBY St KIRBY. 
INC., 1052 Spruce Street. Trenton. N. J, 
Applicant's attorney: Robert Watkins, 
170 South Broad Street. Trenton. N. J, 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle over regular 
routes, transporting: A mixture of 25% 
com syrup and 75% invert sugar . in bulk. 
In tank vehicles, from Philadelphia. Pa., 
to Bordentown. N. J.. over applicant's 
authorized regular and alternate routes, 
serving no intermediate points, but serv¬ 
ing Junction New Jersey Highway 73 
(formerly New Jersey Highway S-41) 
and U. S. Highway 130 for Joinder pur¬ 
poses only. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Connecticut. Dela¬ 
ware. New Jersey. New York. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, and West Virginia. 

Not*: Applicant state* thta tt preeentiy 
serves shipper at Bordentown. N. J.. with 
100% Invert sugar, in tank vehicle*. Corn 
syrup Is transported to shipper by private 
carrier and then mixed at shipper’s plant. 
Shipper propose* to purchase mixture at re¬ 
finery and desire* applicant to now transport 
mixture of 25% corn syrup and 75% invert 
sugar. 

HEARING: July 15. 1958. at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel. 3900 Chestnut Street, 


Philadelphia. Pa., before Examiner Isa- 
dore Freidson. 

No. MC 67818 (Sub No. 63), filed April 
21. 1958. Applicant: MICHIGAN EX¬ 
PRESS. INC.. 505 Monroe NW.. Grand 
Rapids. Mich. Applicant’s attorney > 
Leonard D. Verdier. Jr.. 300 Michigan 
Trust Building. Grand Rapids 2. Mich. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier . by motor vehicle, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities, except 
those of unusual value. Class A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities In bulk 
(except scrap metal and metal products 
in bulk), and those requiring special 
equipment, serving the site of the Con¬ 
sumers Power Company plant in Port 
Sheldon Township. Ottawa County, 
Mich., as an off-route point in connec¬ 
tion with applicant's authorized regular 
route operations between Holland, Mich., 
and Agnew. Mich. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to conduct operations in Illinois. 
Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, and Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

HEARING: July 17. 1958. at the Olds 
Hotel. Lansing. Mich., before Joint Board 
No. 76. or, if the Joint Board waives Its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 69833 (Sub No. 52). filed April 
30. 1958 Applicant: ASSOCIATED 

TRUCK LINES, INC., 15 Andre NE. 
Grand Rapids. Mich. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Leonard D. Verdier. Jr.. 300 
Michigan Trust Building. Grand Rapids 
2. Mich. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
transporting: General commodities , ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Class A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk 
(except scrap metal and metal products, 
in bulk), and those requiring special 
equipment, serving the site of the Con¬ 
sumers Power Company plant in Port 
Sheldon Township. Ottawa County, 
Mich., as an off-route point in connec¬ 
tion with applicant’s authorized regular 
route operations to and from Holland 
and Muskegon, Mich. 

HEARING: July 17. 1958, at the Olds 
Hotel, LansingrMich.. before Joint Board 
No. 76. or. if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 71517 (Sub No. 2>. filed April 
29. 1958. Applicant: CHARLIE OTIS 
POT EAT. doing business as POTEAT 
MOVING St STORAGE. Rt. No. 4. South 
Main Street. Extension, Danville, Va. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods . 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Henry. Pittsylvania, and Hali¬ 
fax Counties. Va., and points in Rock¬ 
ingham. Caswell, and Person Counties, 
N. C„ on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in Alabama, Maryland, and Flor¬ 
ida. Applicant is authorized to transport 
similar commodities in Georgia. Ken¬ 
tucky, North Carolina. South Carolina, 
Tennessee. Virginia. West Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia, and other com¬ 
modities in North Carolina and Virginia. 

Norx: Duplication with present authority 
to he eliminated. 
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HEARING: July 9. 1958. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms, Richmond. Va.* before 
Examiner James C. Cheseldine. 

No. MC 75320 (Sub No. 83), filed May 
21. 1958. Applicant: CAMPBELL 
SIXTY-SIX EXPRESS. INC.. P. O. Box 
390. Springfield, Mo. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value. Class A and B explo¬ 
sives. household goods as defined by the 
Commission, oommodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment, serv¬ 
ing the site of the Amoco Chemical Cor¬ 
poration plant (Olin-Mathieson Chem¬ 
ical Company), located approximately 
ten (10) miles southwest of Joliet. Ill. 
on U. S. Highway 6. as an off-route point 
in connection with applicant's author¬ 
ized regular route operaUons to or from 
Joliet, HI. between Springfield. Mo., and 
Chicago. Ill. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Illinois. Missouri, 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Arkansas. Tennessee. 
Mississippi. Alabama, Louisiana, and 

HEARING: June 16. 1958. in Room 
852, U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street. Chicago. HI., before Joint Board 
No. 149, or, If the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Alton R. Smith. 

No. MC 82072 (Sub No. 3), filed April 
22.1958. Applicant: EDWARD KELLER 
AND ROLAND KELLER, doing business 
as C. KELLER & SONS. 106 Hamilton 
Street, Allentown. Pa. Applicant s rep¬ 
resentative: Mrs. E. K. Diehl. 1514 Allen 
Street, Allentown. Pa. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: New furniture (uncrated), from 
Pennsburg and East Greenville, Pa., to 
points In Maine, Now Hampshire, and 
Florida. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Alabama. Arkansas, 
Connecticut, Delaware. Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana. Kentucky. Louisiana, Maryland, 
Massachusetts. Michigan. Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri. New Hampshire, 
New Jersey. New York. North Carolina. 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. South 
Carolina. Tennessee. Texas. Vermont. 
Virginia. West Virginia. Wisconsin, and 
the District of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 15. 1958, at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel. 3900 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia. Pa., before Examiner Isa- 
dore Preidson. 

No. MC 85255 (Sub No. 4). filed May 
19. 1958. Applicant: PUGET SOUND 
TRUCK LINES, INC., Pier 62. Seattle, 
Wash. Applicants attorney: Charles J. 
Keever. Hoge Building. Seattle 4. Wash. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wood chips, wood 
shavings, hogged fuel and sawdust, be¬ 
tween points In Oregon on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Washington 
within 30 miles of Wallula, Wash. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Oregon and Washington. 

HEARING: July 25. 1958, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building. First and Marion 
Streets, Seattle, Wash., before Joint 
Board No. 45, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner James H. Gaffney. 


NOTICES 

No. MO 102373 (Sub No. 3>. filed April 
18. 1958. Applicant: JACOB R. COHN. 
153 Emerson Street. Springfield. Mass. 
Applicants representative: William L. 
Mobley, 1694 Main Street, Springfield 3, 
Mass. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Scrap 
metals , from Hartford, Conn., to Spring- 
field, Mass. Applicant Is authorized to 
conduct operations in Connecticut, Mas¬ 
sachusetts. New Hampshire, New York, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont. 

HEARING: July 10. 1958, at the U. S. 
Court Rooms, Hartford. Conn., before 
Joint Board No. 22. or. If the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub No. 107), filed 
April 28. 1958. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY. INC., 509 Equity Budd¬ 
ing. Elkhart. Ind. Applicant’s attorney: 
John E. Lesow, 3737 North Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis 8, Ind. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Trailers, designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles, initial 
movements, in truckaway service, from 
points in Pennsylvania, except from 
Montoursvillo, Clarion. Camp Hill, 
Chambersburg, West Pittston, and 
Clearfield. Pa., to points in the United 
States, except to Mount Clemens. De¬ 
troit. and Flint, Mich. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations through¬ 
out the United 8tates. 

HEARING: July 14. 1958. at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, be¬ 
fore Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub No. 109). filed 
May 12, 1958. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 509 Equity Budd¬ 
ing, Elkhart. Ind. Applicant's attorney: 
John E. Lesow. 3737 North Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis 8. Ind. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Boats, from South 
Hid, Va., and points within 15 miles 
thereof to points in the United States; 
(2) trailers, designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles, in initial move¬ 
ments. in truckaway service, from points 
in Virginia (except from Alexandria. 
Norfolk, and Petersburg, Va.) to points 
in the United States (except to Mount 
Clemens, Detroit, and Flint, Mich.), 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations throughout the United States. 

HEARING: July 8, 1958, at the U. S. 
Court Rooms, Richmond. Va., before 
Examiner James C. Cheseldlne. 

No. MC 106379 (Sub No. 32>. filed April 
10, 1958. Applicant: GULF SOUTH¬ 
WESTERN TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY. 5812 Brock Street. P. O. Box 
18104, Houston 23. Tex. Applicant s at¬ 
torney: Joe O. Fender. 1421 Melrose 
Budding, Houston 2. Tex. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Commodities, the 
transportation of which, by reason of 
size or weight, require the use of special 
equipment; (2) related machinery and 
related contractors ' materials and sup¬ 
plies when their transportation is inci¬ 
dental to the transportation of the 
commodities authorized in (1) above; 


and (3) machinery, equipment, mate* 
rials and supplies used in or in connec- 
tion with the discovery, development, 
production, refining, manufacture proc¬ 
essing, storage, transmission and distri¬ 
bution of natural gas and petroleum and 
their products and by-products, and pipe 
and machinery, equipment, materials 
and supplies used in, or in connection 
with, the construction, operation, repair, 
servicing, maintennace, and dismantling, 
of pipelines, including the stringlnr 
and picking up thereof except in con¬ 
nection with main or trunk pipeline*, 
between points in Michigan. Ohio. New 
York. New Jersey, and Pennsylvania on 
the one hand, and. on the other, podnu 
in Arizona and Colorado. RESTRIC¬ 
TION: The authority in (1) and (2) 
above is subject to the condition that 
carrier shall not engage in the stringing 
or picking up of pipe along pipeline! 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Arkansas. Louisiana. New 
Mexico. Texas. Georgia. Ohio, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Alabama. Florida, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, New York. New Jersey. MouUn*. 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming. 
Illinois. Indiana, Kansas. Missouri, und 
Nebraska. 

HEARING: July 10. 1958, at the FWi- 
eral Building. Detroit, Mich., before Ex¬ 
aminer David Waters. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub No. 97). filed April 
28. 1958. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY. INC., 1916 North 
Sheridan Road. Tulsa 15, Okla. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: John E. Lesow, 3737 
North Meridian Street, Indianapolis I. 
Ind. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Trailers, 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto¬ 
mobiles. In Initial movements, in truck- 
away service, from points in Pennsylva¬ 
nia, except from Montoursvtlle Clarion, 
Camp Hill. Chambersburg. West Pittstoo. 
and Clearfield. Pa., to points in the 
United States, except to Mount Clemen! 
Detroit, and Flint, Mich. Applicant & 
authorized to conduct operation* 
throughout the United States. 

HEARING: July 14, 1958, at the Sew 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub No. 102). tkd 
May 16, 1958. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY. INC., 1916 North 
Sheridan Road. P. O. Box 8096, Dawson 
Station, Tulsa 15, Okla. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: John E. Lesow, 3737 North Me¬ 
ridian Street. Indianapolis 8, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a commas 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: <l) Boah , hojn 
South Hill. Va.. and points within M 
miles thereof to points in the Uttitw 
States; (2) Trailers, designed to w 
drawn by passenger automobile. iniUjU 
movements. In truckaway service, fro® 
points in Virginia (except from Alex¬ 
andria, Norfolk* and Petersburg, VaJ w 
points in the United States < excel" 
Mount Clemens, Detroit, and FI® 1 * 
Mich.) Applicant is authorized tooo»J 
duct operations throughout the Unites 
States. _ c 

HEARING: July 8. 1958. at the ' V.* 
Court Rooms, Richmond. Va.. I* 10 * 
Examiner James C. Cheseldlne* 
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No. MC 106433 (Sub No. 2), filed April 
28,1958. Applicant: ANTRIM TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO. INC.. 7-11 Sufferu 
Place. Suffero. N. Y. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Edward M. Alfano. 36 West 44th 
Street. New York 36. N. Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverages, on pallets, 
from Natick. Mass., to Tlllson (Ulster 
County), N. Y.. and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not 
specified* used In transporting the 
above-specified commodities on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations in Connecticut. New Jersey. New 
York, and Pennsylvania. 

HEARING: July 21.1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York. N. Y.. before Examiner 
Uadore Freidson. 

No. MC 106965 (Sub No. 119>. filed May 
18. 1958. Applicant: M. 1 O’BOYLE & 
SON. INC., doing business as O'BOYLE 
TANK LINES. Arlington Towers. Arling¬ 
ton. Vn. Applicants attorney: Dale C. 
Dillon. 1825 Jefferson Place NW.. Wash¬ 
ington 6. D. C. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Com syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Philadelphia. Pa., to Baltimore. Md. 
Applicant Is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations in the District of Columbia. Mary¬ 
land. West Virginia. Virginia. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, New Jersey, Ohio. North Carolina, 
Illinois. Indiana. Michigan. Minnesota. 
Missouri, Wisconsin. New York, and 
Delaware. 

HEARING: July 9. 195£ at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington. D. C. t before Examiner 
William R. Tyers. 

No. MC 106977 (Sub No. 19), filed 
March 24. 1958. Applicant: T. S. C. 
MOTOR FREIGHT LINES. INC.. 400 
Pinckney Street, P. O. Box 2025, Houston. 
Tex. Applicant’s attorney: Reagan 
Sayers. Century Life Building. Fdrt 
Worth 2. Tex. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities . except those of 
unusuat value. Class A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. commodities In bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment, (1 * Between 
junction U. 8. Highways 190 and 71 at 
Krotz Springs. La., and Shreveport, La., 
over U. S. Highway 71. serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations; and (2) Between Shreveport. 
U. and Lebeau, La., over U. S. Highway 
*1. serving no Intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only, in connection with applicant’s 
authorised regular route operations. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper- 
ottona in Alabama, Louisiana, Missis¬ 
sippi. and Texas. 

Wjnx: Duplication with present authority 
10 ** ehnunaied. 

HEARING: July 28.1958, at the Louisl- 
^ Service Commission, Baton 

u * **for® Joint Board No. 164, 

*ff Jolnt EoATd waives its right to 
participate before Examiner James L 


No. MC 107002 (Sub No. 121). filed May 

22. 1958. Applicant: W. M. CHAMBERS 
TRUCK LINE. INC.. 920 Louisiana Bou¬ 
levard. P. O. Box 547, Kenner. La. Au¬ 
thority sought to operato as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Corn syrup . un¬ 
mixed. liquid sugar and blends of corn 
syrup and liquid sugar , In bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in St. John the 
Baptist Parish, La., to points in Alabama. 
Arkansas. Mississippi. Oklahoma, Ten¬ 
nessee, and Texas. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to conduct operations in Louisiana, 
Mississippi. Tennessee. Arkansas. Ala¬ 
bama. Kentucky. Florida, Georgia, Texas, 
North Carolina. Oklahoma. Pennsylva¬ 
nia, South Carolina. Missouri. Connecti¬ 
cut. Illinois. Indiana. Maine, Maryland. 
Massachusetts, Michigan. Minnesota, 
New Jersey, New York. Ohio, Rhode Is¬ 
land. Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: June 24, 1958. at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building. 600 South Street. 
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Recce 
Harrison. 

No. MC 103410 (Sub No. 5>, filed April 

23. 1958. Applicant: M. C. M. TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., 39 Chapel 
Street. Newport, R. I. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Russell B. Curnett, 49 Wcy- 
bosset Street. Providence 3. R. I. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over a regular 
route, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities. between Providence. R. L. and 
Boston, Moss., over U. S. Highway 1, 
serving no intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating conveni¬ 
ence only, In connection with applicant’s 
authorized regular route operations be¬ 
tween Newport. R. L on the one hand, 
and. on the other, Providence. R. I., and 
Boston. Mass. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Rhode Island. 
Virginia, Georgia, New York. Maryland, 
Kansas, Pennsylvania. North Carolina. 
Illinois, Massachusetts. New Jersey. Con¬ 
necticut, Kentucky. Delaware. Ohio, 
South Carolina. Vermont. West Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 21. 1958, at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building, 
Boston. Mass., before Joint Board No. 18. 
or. if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner C. Evans 
Brooks. 

No. MC 108678 (Sub No. 23), filed May 
5. 1958. Applicant: LIQUID ’TRANS¬ 
PORT CORP., 450 West Troy Avenue, 
Indianapolis. Ind. Applicant's attorney: 
William J. Guenther. 1511-14 Fletcher 
Trust Building, Indianapolis. Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting : Vinegar , in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from (l> Lyndonville. 
Lyons, Hilton. East Williamson, and 
Rochester, N. Y., to Indianapolis. Ind., 
and Louisville. Ky.; and (2) from In¬ 
dianapolis. Ind., to Louisville, Ky., and 
Memphis, Term. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to transport specified liquid com¬ 
modities other than vinegar in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa. Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Michigan. Missouri. Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 25, 1958, at the U. S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis. Ind., before 
Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 


No. MC 108678 (Sub No. 24). filed May 
12. 1958. Applicant: LIQUID TRANS¬ 
PORT CORP.. 450 West Troy Avenue, 
Indianapolis, Ind. Applicant’s attorney: 
William J. Guenther. 1511-14 Fletcher 
Trust Building. Indianapolis, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common or 
contract carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
sugar . invert sugar , and blends thereof , 
and dry sugar, in bulk, in tank and hop¬ 
per-type vehicles, from Cincinnati. Ohio 
to points in Kentucky, Indiana, and West 
Virginia. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Illinois. Indiana, 
Iowa,. Kentucky. Louisiana. Michigan, 
Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

Not*: A proceeding ha* been instituted 
under section 212 (c). In No. MC 100678 
(Sub No. 21). to determine whether appli¬ 
cant's status is that of a common or contract 
carrier. 

HEARING: July 28. 1958, at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Indianapolis. Ind., before 
Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 109352 (Sub No. 3). filed May 
5, 1958. Applicant: ELIZABETH JANE 
ATKINSON, doing business as W. 
HUNTER ATKINSON. Cresson and 
Kingsley 8trects. Philadelphia 27. Pa. 
Applicant's attorney: Manuel Sidkoff. 
Suite 1212-1225. 1528 Walnut Street, 
Philadelphia 2. Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Knocked down cartons, empty 
containers, anti-freeze in packages, from 
Pettys Island. N. J.. to McKees Rocks, 
Pa., and empty pallets on return. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

HEARING: July 16. 1958. at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel. 3900 Chestnut Street. 
Philadelphia. Pa., before Examiner Isa- 
dore Freidson. 

No. MC 109451 (Sub No. 87*. filed April 
14. 1958. Applicant: ECOFF TRUCK¬ 
ING. INC., 112 Merrill Street, Fortville. 
Ind. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Paints , 
stains, varnishes, lacquers , shellac , wood 
fillers, and bronzing compounds, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Indianapolis, Ind., 
to points in Illinois. Kentucky. Michigan. 
Mississippi, Missouri. Ohio. Tennessee. 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. Phos¬ 
phoric acid. In bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Femald, Ohio, to St. Joseph. Mo. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Alabama. Florida, Oeorgla. Illi¬ 
nois. Indiana. Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Missouri, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

Not*: A proceeding ha* been Instituted 
under section 212 (o) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act to determine whether applicant’s 
statue is that of a contract or common car- 
rter, assigned Docket No. MC 109451 (Suo 
No. 82). 

HEARING: July 21. 1953, at the U. P. 
Court Rooms. Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 109501 (Sub No. 4), filed 
April 30. 1958. Applicant: CALHOU1T 
TRUCKING CORP,, 33 Searing Avenue, 
East Newark. N. J. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street. 
New York 6. N. Y. Authority sought t j 
operate as a contract carrier, by motcr 


Ho. 
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vehicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Air conditioner porta, in box-type 
skids, from Trenton. N. J., to Maspeth, 
N. Y.; and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the commodities 
specified, and empty box-type skids on 
return. Applicant Is authorized to 
transport similar commodities in New 
Jersey and New York. 

Non: Applicant eta tea It presently uerret 
Feddera-Qutgnn Corporation from It* New¬ 
ark, N. J., plant to 1U Manpeth. N. Y.. plant 
transporting air conditioner parts under con¬ 
tinuing contract. 

HEARING: July 22.1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York. N. Y., before Examiner 
Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 109558 <Sub No. 3>. filed May 
9. 1958. Applicant: SOPHIA LANE AND 
HATTIE KAPLAN, doing business as 
STATE FILM SERVICE. 630 Ninth 
Avenue. New York 36. N. Y. Applicant’s 
attorney: Edward M. Alfano. 36 West 
44th Street. New York 36, N. Y. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Motion-picture 
film, accessories, and advertising cus¬ 
tomarily used in connection with the 
exhibition of such pictures, between New 
York. N. Y. f on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in Essex, Hudson. Hunter¬ 
don. Mercer. Middlesex. Monmouth. 
Morris, Ocean, Somerset. Sussex, Union, 
and Warren Counties. N. J. Applicant 
is authorized to transport the above- 
specified commodities between New 
York. N. Y.. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, specified points In New Jersey. 

Not t: Applicant state* It presently hold* 
authority to serve many point* In the above- 
named Counties and request* all duplicating 
authority be revoked. A proceeding ho* been 
Instituted under section 212 (e) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act to determine whether 
applicant'* statu* U that of a contract or 
common carrier, assigned Docket No. MC 
109566 (Sub No. 1). 

HEARING: July 23.1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York, N. Y., before Examiner 
Isadore Freldson. 

No MC 109637 (Sub No. 81 >, filed May 
14.1958. Applicant: SOUTHERN TANK 
LINES. INC.. 4107 Bells Lane. Louisville. 
Ky. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Distilled 
spirits. In bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Owensboro. Ky., to Peekskill, N. Y. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Alabama. Florida. Oeorgia, 
Illinois, Indiana. Iowa. Kentucky. Louisi¬ 
ana. Michigan, Minnesota. Mississippi. 
Missouri. North Carolina, Ohio. Ten¬ 
nessee. Texas, West Virginia, and Wis¬ 
consin. 

HEARING: July 8. 1958, at the Offices 
of Uie Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington, D. C., before Examiner 
Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 110505 (Sub No. 40), filed 
March 7. 1958. Applicant: RINGLE 
TRUCK LINES. INC., 601 South Grant 
Avenue, Fowler. Ind. Applicant's attor¬ 
ney: Robert C. Smith. 512 Illinois Build¬ 
ing, Indianapolis 4, Ind. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Agricultural machinery 


and implements, other than hand, imple¬ 
ments and parts there/or , when their 
transportation is Incidental to the trans¬ 
portation of the machinery or imple¬ 
ments. tractors (not Including tractors 
with vehicle beds, bed frames or fifth 
wheels), and traction engines and parts 
and attachments therefor when their 
transportation is incidental to the trans¬ 
portation of the tractors, between the 
plant sites of Massey-Harris-Ferguson, 
Inc., at Detroit. Mich., and ports of entry 
on the boundary between the United 
States and Canada at Detroit, Port 
Huron, and Sault Ste. Marie. Mich., and 
at or near Pigeon River. Minn., on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Alabama. Arkansas. Florida. Georgia, 
Illinois. Indiana. Iowa. Kansas. Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana. Michigan. Minnesota. 
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska. North 
Carolina. North Dakota. Ohio. Oklahoma. 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes¬ 
see. Texas, and Wisconsin, Applicant Is 
authorized to conduct operations in In¬ 
diana, Illinois, Ohio. Kentucky, Iowa. 
Missouri. West Virginia, Wisconsin. 
Pennsylvania, Nebraska, Tennessee, Ala¬ 
bama, Michigan, Arkansas. Kansas. 
Minnesota, and Mississippi. 

HEARING: July 7.1958, at the Federal 
Building, Detroit. Mich., before Exam¬ 
iner David Waters. 

No. MC 110711 (Sub No. 2>. filed March 
31. 1958. Applicant: JOHN F. KIRK- 
SEY. doing business as MORRIS & 
KIRKS EY, Route 8. Box 596A, Rich¬ 
mond. Va. Applicants attorney: Paul 
A. 8herier. 613 Warner Building. 13th 
and E Streets NW., Washington 4. D. C. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Staves and 
headings , from points in Powhatan and 
Chesterfield Counties. Va., to Baltlipore, 
Md., Beaver Falls, Bethlehem. Pitts¬ 
burgh, Conshohocken, Lebanon, and 
Philadelphia. Pa., Phllllpsburgv N. J.. 
Port Chester. N. Y., and Joliet, Ill. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Maryland and Virginia. 

HEARING: July 9, 1958. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Richmond. Va.. before Ex¬ 
aminer James C. Chescldine. 

No. MC 110814 (Sub No. 5). filed March 
31. 1958. Applicant: W. L. LINKEN- 
HOOER, G. N. LINKENHOOER AND 
J. L. LINKENHOOER. a partnership, 
doing business as WESTERN LINES, 
P. O. Box 2046, Corpus Chrlsti, Tex. 
Applicant's representative: A. A. Mar¬ 
shall, 305 Budcr Building. St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Ammonium nitrate 
fertilizer (manufactured fertilizers), in 
bags or In bulk, from El Dorado. Ark., 
to points in Kansas. Louisiana. New Mex¬ 
ico. Oklahoma, and Texas, and empty 
containers or other such incidental fa¬ 
cilities used In transporting the above- 
described commodity, on return. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to transport petroleum 
products in containers from Kansas City, 
Kans.. to points in Texas on and west of 
U. S. Highway 281 and manufactured 
fertilizer from Ettcr. Tex., to points in 
Oklahoma, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and 
Missouri 


HEARING: July 10, 1958. at the Fed¬ 
eral Building. Oklahoma City. OJd* N be¬ 
fore Examiner James I. Carr. 

No. MC 110814 (Sub No. 6). filed Much 
31. 1958. Applicant: W. L. LINKEN’- 
HOGER. O. N. LINKENHOGEH. AND 
J. L. LINKENHOOER. a parlncnhlp, 
doing business as WESTER?: LlKEsi 
P. O. Box 2046. Corpus Christ!, Tex. 
Applicant’s attorney: Joe T. Laaimm, 
Perry-Brooks Building, Austin. Tex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over lrregulw 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, in containers, from Kansas City, 
Kans.. to points in Texas ean of U. a 
Highway 281 and to points In LouUim, 
and damaged or rejected shipments cl 
petroleum products, and empty contra- 
ers or other such incidental JacUitia 
used in transporting petroleum product* 
on return. Fertilizers, in sacks, bags or 
containers, and in bulk, from Houston, 
Tex., to points in Louisiana. Arlrnnsai. 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Kansas, and 
rejected shipments of fertilizer* ind 
empty containers or other such inciden¬ 
tal facilities used in transporting fer¬ 
tilizers, on return. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to transport petroleum product* In 
containers from Kansas City. Kans, to 
points in Texas on and west of U. a 
Highway 281, and manufactured fer¬ 
tilizer from Ettcr. Tex., to point* to 
Oklahoma, Kansas, Nebraska, lows, tad 
Missouri. 

HEARING: July 21. 1958. at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building. Franklin and Fannin 
Streets. Houston, Tex., before Examiner 
James I. Carr. 


No. MC 111941 (Sub No. 5). filed April 
23. 1958. Applicant: PHILIP ARTHUR 
FLINN AND ROBERT H. LEIFER. dotof 
business as PIERCETON TRUCKINO 
CO., Box 175. Pierccton. Ind. Applicants 
attorney: Robert C. Smith, 512 UUnois 
Building, Indianapolis 5, Ind. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a cow vion cor¬ 
ner, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Petralrumw 
petroleum products, In bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plant site of the Lake- 
ton Asphalt Refining, Inc, at or near 
Laketon. Ind., to points In Illinois, Mich¬ 
igan, and Ohio; (2> Asphalt and cipM* 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicle*, froo 
the plant site of American Bitumul* 
Asphalt Company, at or near Columbto 
Park. Ohio, to points In Indiana; 
unfinished blending oil . in bulk, in ton* 
vehicles, from the plant site of America 
Bitumuls and Asphalt Company, at « 
near Columbia Park, Ohio, to the jwtft 
site of the Laketon Asphalt Refinitof 
Inc., at or near Laketon, Ind. Appl^ 451 * 
is authorized to conduct operations » 
Illinois. Indiana. Michigan, and Ohio* 
HEARING: July 22, 1958, at the U j* 
Court Rooms. Indianapolis. Ind, 


Examiner Frank R. 8altzmnn 
No. MC 112145 (Sub No. 4). fikdAPJ* 
28, 1958. Applicant: CHARLES Slw 
LINO. 1101 West 26th Street. IhdWBPT 
olis. Ind. Applicant's attorney: 

J. Guenther. 1511-14 Fletcher TT»‘ 
Building. Indianapolis, Ind. Aulh *v? 
sought to operate as a common carr . 
by motor vehicle, over 
transporting: Brick , tile, and 
block, from Fairdoie, Ky.. and po^ v 
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*itf»ln five (5> miles thereof, to points 
in Indiana. Applicant Is authorised to 
transport similar commodities from and 
to specified points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan. Ohio, and Kentucky. 

HEARING: July 24. 1958, at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Indianapolis. Ind., before 
Joint Board No. 155. or. if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Frank R, Salt zm an. 

No. MC 112617 (Sub No. 43>. filed May 
26, 1558. Applicant: LIQUID TRANS¬ 
PORTERS, INC.. P O. Box 5135, Chero¬ 
kee Station. Louisville 5. Ky. Applicant’s 
attorneys: Leonard A. Jasklcwlcz and 
Gerald L. Phelps. Munsey Building. 
Washington 4. D. C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier. by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquefied petroleum gas. 
In bulk, in tank vehicles, from Ficklin 
and Kankakee. Ill., and points within 
5 miles of each to points in Indiana, 
Kentucky. Ohio, and Missouri. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Virginia, North Carolina. South Carolina, 
Georgia. Alabama. Mississippi, West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Indiana. Michi¬ 
gan, Minois, Tennessee, Wisconsin, Min¬ 
nesota. Iowa, Nebraska. Kansas. Okla¬ 
homa Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, and 
Florida. 

HEARING: June 19. 1958. in Room 
852. U. S. Custom House. 610 South 
Canal Street, Chicago. Ill., before Exam¬ 
iner Alton R. Smith. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub No. 15>. filed 
March 27. 1958. Applicant: EARL 
BRAY, INC.. P. O, Box 910, Llnwood and 
North Streets. Cushing. Okla. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
currier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid wax. In 
stainless steel, Insulated temperature 
controlled tank vehicles, from Ponca 
City. Okla, to all points in Nebraska 
*nd Iowa, except Sioux City. Iowa. 
»nd empty containers or other such in¬ 
cidental facilities used in transporting 
the commodities specified in this appli¬ 
cation on return. Applicant is author¬ 
ed to conduct operations in Arkansas. 
Illinois. Indiana. Iowa, Kansas. Missis¬ 
sippi, Missouri. Nebraska, Oklahoma, 
*nd Texas. 


REARING: July 11 . 1958. at the Fed- 
25 1 Gilding. Oklahoma City. Okla., 
°rtore Examiner James L Carr. 

No. MC 112851 <Sub No. 4 >. filed May 
2 ** Applicant: GEORGE B. REY- 
SShVi 8 ’ d0,n * business as REYNOLDS 
TRICKING COMPANY. R. R. No. 1, 
vTttwfordsvtlle, Ind. Applicant's attor- 
Robert C. Smith. 512 Illinois Build¬ 
up Indianapolis 4 , Ind. Authority 
ought to operate as a common carrier, 
vehicle * over Irregular routes, 
uonsporting: Cfay products. ( 1 ) from 
???;• . to points in Iowa: (2) from 

c^wfordsviUe, md.. to points in Mis- 
,5' Tennessee, the upper Pcn- 
east \°/t MlchiR *B, and points in Ohio 
Whi Hl B h **&y 23: and (3) from 
HI- to Crawfordsville and 
? nd brtck > ^om Attica, Ind, 
to £2* I * 11 * 1111 two ( 2 ) miles thereof, 
Wisconsin. Damaged or 
br ck- /fr of clay products and 

* on return. Applicant is authorized 


to conduct operations in Indiana. 
Illinois, Ohio. Kentucky. Tennessee, Wis¬ 
consin, Missouri, and Michigan. 

HEARING: July 25. 1958 at the U. S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 112893 (Sub No. 9). filed May 
12. 1958. Applicant: BULK TRANS¬ 
PORT COMPANY, a Corporation. Cal¬ 
umet Streect, Burlington. Wis. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Glenn W. Stephens. 121 
West Doty Street, Madison 3. Wis. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Elk Grove Township, Cook County, Ill. 
(excluding points within the Chicago. 
Ill. Commercial Zone), to points In 
Wisconsin. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Indiana and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 23. 1958. In Room 
852. U. S. Custom House, 610 South 
Canal Street. Chicago. Ill., before Joint 
Board No. 13, or. if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner David Waters. 

No. MC 114061 (Sub No. 3). filed May 
6 . 1958. Applicant: HARRY SCHNEI¬ 
DER AND ROSE SCHNEIDER, doing 
business as SCHNEIDER S TRANSFER 
COMPANY. 201 East Second Street. 
Richmond, Va. Applicant's attorney: 
Henry E Ketner, State-Planters Bank 
Building. Richmond 19. Va. Authority 
sought to operate ns a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Ice cream and sherbert 
confections , and ice cream, from Rich¬ 
mond. Va.. to Lewisburg and Beckley, 
W. Va., and used empty containers on 
return. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Virginia. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. South Carolina. North Carolina, 
and the District of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 10 . 1958. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Richmond. Va. before 
Joint Board No. 245, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, 
before Examiner James C. Cheseldine, 

No. MC 114592 (Sub No. 2). filed May 
9. 1958. Applicant: EARL MICHAUD. 
133 Birch Street, Kingsford, Mich. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Michael D. O’Hara. 
Spies Building. Menominee. Mich. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1 > Malt beverages. 
between Milwaukee. Wis.. and Stephen¬ 
son, Mich.: and (2> carbonated soft 
drink beverages. in glass containers only, 
and empty containers or other such in¬ 
cidental facilities used in transporting 
the named commodities, between Mil¬ 
waukee. Wis., on the one hand, and, on 
the other. Calumet and Escanaba. Mich. 
Applicant is authorized to transport malt 
beverages from Milwaukee, Wis.. to Cal¬ 
umet, Escanaba. Ishpcming, Iron Moun<- 
tain, and Sault Ste. Marie. Mich- and 
empty malt beverage containers on re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING: July 15. 1958. at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing. Mich., before Joint Board 
No. 95. or. if the Joint Board waives its 
rights to participate, before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 115322 (SubNo. 8 ). filed April 
8 , 1958. Applicant: J. M. BLYTHE, do¬ 


ing business as J. M. BLYTHE MOTOR 
LINES. 1303 French Avenue. P. O. Box 
489, Sanford. Flo. Applicant's attorney : 
Frank B. Hand, Jr., Transportation 
Building. Washington 6 , D. C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen meat, from Boston. 
Mass , to Cheatham Annex Depot near 
Williamsburg. Va. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in 
Florida. New York. Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
Pennsylvania, and Alabama. 

HEARING: July 11, 1958. at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building, 
Boston. Mass., before Examiner C. Evans 
Brooks. 

No. MC 115379 (Sub No. 2). filed May 
21, 1958. Applicant: JOHN D. BOHR, 
JR., R. D. No. 2, Annvllle, Pa. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Christian V. Graf. 11 
North Front Street. Harrisburg. Pa. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sand. from points 
in Cecil County. Md.. to points in Lan¬ 
caster County. Pa., and from points in 
Caroline County. Md.. to points In Leba¬ 
non, Dauphin, and Lancaster Counties, 
Pa. Applicant is authorized to transport 
limestone, limestone products and sand 
in Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Dela¬ 
ware. 

HEARING: July 10,1958, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington, D. C.. before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 115952 (Sub No. 1>, filed April 
10. 1958. Applicant: A. C. MILLER, 
P. O. Box 104, Rodney. Ontario. Canada. 
Applicant's attorney: Wilhelmina 
Boersma. 2850 Penobscot Building. De¬ 
troit 26. Mich. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Rough lumber and damaged and 
rejected shipments of rough lumber, be¬ 
tween ports of entry on the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line between the United 
States and Canada at or near Detroit 
and Port Huron, Mich., and Buffalo, 
N. Y.. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York. Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Indiana, and West Virginia, and Louis¬ 
ville. Ky- and those in Michigan except 
Detroit and points in the Detroit. Mich- 
Commercial Zone, as defined by the 
Commission. Applicant is authorized to 
transport rough lumber in Michigan. 

Note: Duplication with present authority 
to be eliminated. 

HEARING: July 9. 1958, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Detroit, Mich., before 
Examiner David Waters. 

No. MC 116075 (Sub No. 1), filed April 
29, 1958. Applicant: SAMUEL E. 

NUTILE AND LEO RABINOW1TZ, do¬ 
ing business ns NU-RAY TRUCKING 
CO.. 41 Fredericks. Avenue. Hawthorne, 
N. J. Authority sought to operate os a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Used 
baking pans for cleaning and reglazing, 
between Fair Lawn. N. J- on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Rhode 
Island and Massachusetts, also points 
located in that part of Maine on, south 
and west of a line beginning at Portland, 
Maine, and extending along U. S. High- 
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way 302 to Its Junction with Maine High¬ 
way 35 at Naples. Maine, thence north¬ 
ward along Maine Highway 35 to its 
Junction with Maine Highway 5 at 
Lynchvllle, Maine, thence northward 
along Maine Highway 5 to its junction 
with U. S. Highway 2 at Bethel, Maine, 
thence westward along U. S. Highway 2 
to the Maine-New* Hampshire State line: 
those points in New Hampshire on and 
south of a line beginning at the New 
Hampshire-Maine State line and ex¬ 
tending along U. 8. Hlghw*ay 2 to the 
New Hampshire-Vermont State line; 
those points in Vermont, on, south and 
west of a line beginning at the Vermont- 
New Hampshire State line and extend¬ 
ing along U. S. Highway 2 to its junction 
with U. S. Highway 7 at Burlington, 
Vermont, thence northward along U. S. 

way 7 to its junction w ith Vermont 
Highway 104 at Swanton, Vermont, 
thence w*estw*ard along Vermont High¬ 
way 104 to the Vermont-New* York State 
line; and those points in New York, on, 
and encompassed within a line begin¬ 
ning at the New York-Vermont State 
line and extending along U. S. Highway 
11 through Potsdam and Watertown. 
N. Y., to it$ Junction with New York 
Highway 13 at Pulaski, N. Y.. thence 
westward along New York Highway 13 
to its junction with New York Highway 
3 at Port Ontario. N. Y.. thence south¬ 
ward along New York Highway 3 to its 
Junction with New York Highway 69 at 
Mexico. N. Y.. thence eastward on New 
York Highway 69 to its Junction with 
New York Highway 5 at Utica. N. Y., 
thence New* York Highway 5 to its Junc¬ 
tion with New York Highway 2 at Albany, 
N. Y.. thence eastward on New York 
Highway 2 to the New York-Mossachu- 
setts State line. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to transport similar commodities in 
New Jersey. Connecticut, and Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

HEARING: July 18. 1958, at 346 
Broadway. New* York. N. Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 116077 <Sub No. 41 >, filed 
March 31, 1958. Applicant: ROBERT¬ 
SON TANK LINES, INC.. 5700 Polk Ave¬ 
nue. Houston. Tex. Applicant’s attor¬ 
neys: Charles D. Mathews and Thomas 
E. James. P. O. Box 858, Austin, Tex. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in Texas on and west 
of o line beginning at the Okiahoma- 
Texas State line on U. S. Highway 77, 
thence south to Denton, thence on U. S. 
Highw ay 377 to Fort Worth, thence south 
on U. 8. Highway 81. through Hillsboro, 
Waco. Temple, and Austin, to San An¬ 
tonio. thence west on U. S. Highw ay 90, 
through Hondo. Uvalde, and Del Rio. to 
the International boundary between 
Texas and Mexico, to points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Tennessee, Mississippi. Ala¬ 
bama, Georgia. North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Florida. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to transport certain commodi¬ 
ties in bulk in tank vehicles in Alabama. 
Arizona, Arkansas. California, Colorado. 
Connecticut. Florida. Georgia. Idaho, 
Illinois. IndlAna, Iowa, Kansas. Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri. 


Nebraska. Nevada. New Jersey. New 
Mexico. North Carolina. Oklahoma. Ore¬ 
gon. South Carolina. South Dakota. 
Tennessee. Texas. Washington, West Vir¬ 
ginia. and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 23, 1958. at the Fed¬ 
eral Ofllce Building. Franklin and Fan¬ 
nin 8treets. Houston. Tex., before Ex¬ 
aminer James L Carr. 

No. MC 116077 (Sub No. 42>. filed 
April 21. 1958. Applicant: ROBERTSON 
TANK LINES. INC., 5700 Polk Avenue. 
Houston, Tex. Applicant’s attorneys: 
Charles D. Mathews and Thomas E. 
James. P. O. Box 858, Austin, Tex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicles, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Sulphur . in bulk, 
in specialized equipment, from Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio, to points in Indiana. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missis¬ 
sippi, Oklahoma. New Mexico. Idaho. 
Oregon. Washington. Alabama. Colorado, 
Florida, Tennessee, Kansas. Missouri, 
Georgia, and Illinois. 

HEARING: July 15. 1958, at the New 
Post Office Building. Columbus. Ohio, 
before Joint Board No. 208. or. If the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate, before Examiner Frank R. Saltz- 
man. 

No. MC 116230 (Sub No. 1>. filed May 
5. 1958 Applicant: DON D. BECKER. 
1500 Wilkinson Avenue, Marquette, 
Mich. Applicant’s attorney: Michael D. 
OHara. Spies Building, Menominee. 
Mich. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt bev¬ 
erages, from Milwaukee, Wls.. to Glad¬ 
stone and Manfotique. Mich., and empty 
containers or other such incidental fa¬ 
cilities < not specified > used in transport¬ 
ing malt beverages on return. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Michigan and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 15. 1D58, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing. Mich., before Joint Board 
No. 95. or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 116483 (Sub No. 2>. filed May 5. 
1958. Applicant: ED JOHNSON. 3101 
Tenth Street. Menominee. Mich. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Michael D. O’Hara. Spies 
Building. Menominee. Mich. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 0 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Forest products , including 
lumber (expressly excluding plywood, di¬ 
mension stock and built-up wood), from 
points in Menominee, Dickinson. Luce. 
Marquette, and Alger Counties. Mich., to 
points in Wisconsin. Applicant Is au¬ 
thorized to transport lumber, logs, 
wooden posts and poles, from points in 
Gogebic, Iron. Ontonagon. Baraga, and 
Houghton Counties, Mich., to points in 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 16. 1958. at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing. Mich., before Joint Board 
No. 95. or. if the Joint Board waives Its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 116773 (Sub No. 1 >. filed March 
13, 1958. Applicant: HALTOM & 

GREER, INC., P. O. Box 662, Nacog¬ 
doches, Tex. Applicant's attorney: 
Francis l Tucker, P. O. Box 662, Nacog¬ 


doches, Tex. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Lumber, from points in Arkansas and 
Louisiana, to points in Texas. 

HEARING: July 18. 1958. at the Fed- 
eral Office Building, Franklin and Pan* 
nln Streets, Houston. Tox„ before J 3 lnt 
Board No. 153, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner James I. Carr. 

No. MC 116063 (Sub No. 2>, filed May 
6, 1953. Applicant: FRANK A YEV- 
CHAK MOTOR DELIVERY SERVICE, 
INC. 29 Central Avenue, Tarry tom, 
N. Y, Applicant’s attorney: Samuel a 
Cantor. 165 Broadway, New York C, N Y, 
Authority sought to operate as a cog* 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Equipment, 
instruments , apjmratus. supplies, record* 
and similar items used for and m cos- 
nection with various types of laboratory 
work, scientific experiments and re¬ 
search, as well as products utilized in the 
manufacture and production thereof, be¬ 
tween Irvington. N. Y., and points to 
New York City, N. Y., Connecticut, and 
New Jersey. 

HEARING: July 22.1958. at 316 Broad¬ 
way. New York, N. Yr, before Examiner 
Isadore Frcldzon. 

No. MC 117020 (Sub No. 2). filed April 
17. 1958. Applicant: VERNARD E. 

EOUDLE. North Stratford, N. H. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: J. L. Blais, SherttUm 
Building. Berlin. N. H. Authority sourbt 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over a regular route, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, moving In ex¬ 
press service, and U . S. Mail, between 
North Stratford. N. n.. and Bucher 
Falls, Vt., from North Stratford over 
U. S. Highway 3 to West Btcwartstown, 
N. H.. thence over the Highway Bridge 
to Canaan. Vt., thence over Vermont 
Highway 102 to Beecher Foils, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, servin': Cole- 
brook. N. H.. as an intermediate point 

HEARING: July 24, 1958, at the Wash¬ 
ington County Court House, Montpelier. 
Vt.. before Joint Board No. 132. or. if the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate. before Examiner C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 117100 (Sub No. 1). filed May 
16. 1958. Applicant: SAM ORCFL AND 
JULE ORGEL, doing business as ELIZA¬ 
BETH RUBBER WASTE. 248 PIr* 
Street, Elizabeth, N. J. Applicants rep* 
resentative: Bert Collins. 140 C 
Street, New York 8. N. Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route* 
transporting: Rubber (crude, natum 
or synthetic > reclaim rubber , scrap rut* 
ber and hard rubber scrap- pulverized* 
plastic pellets or granules and powder, 
plastic scrap . loose, between points In 
sex. Union, Hudson. Bergen. Passaic.!®® 
Middlesex Counties. N. J.. and New York 
N. Y., on the one hand, and. on th* 
other, points in Pennsylvania, DvlawtfJ 
Maryland. District of Columbia. 
Virginia. Applicant indicates ns a rt- 
strlctlon that the above-descried oper¬ 
ations are to be limited to a transport!* 
tion service to be performed, under * 
continuing contract or contracts, *i» 
A. Schulman, Inc. 

HEARING: July 10,1958, at the Offic« 
of the Interstate Commerce Commit 03 * 
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Washington. D. C.. before Examiner 
Recce Harrison. 

No. MC 117111 (Sub No. 1>. filed May 
6 1968. Applicant: MILDRED VIR¬ 
GINIA TALLEY. Route 3. Beaverdam, 
Va Applicant's attorney: Henry E. 
Kctncr. SUte Planters Bank Building. 
Richmond 19. Va. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Hmenite minerals . In bulk, in loose 
hag shipments, and in bag pallets units, 
from Beaverdam District. Hanover Coun¬ 
ty. Va. to Ashland. Va.. on traffic having 
subsequent movement by rail to points 
outside Virginia. 

HEARING: July 10. 195B. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Richmond, Va.. before 
Joint Board No. 108. or. if the Joint 
Board wolves its right to participate 
before Examiner James C. Cheseldine. 

No MC 117183 <Sub No. 1). filed April 
29. 1958. Applicant: WESTBORO FOR¬ 
WARDING CORP.. 1651 Webster Avenue. 
Bronx. N. Y. Applicant's attorney: Mor¬ 
ris Honlg. 150 Broadway. New York 38. 
N. Y. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Syrups, in cans, in cartons, and in drums, 
from Lodi. N. J. to Yonkers and New 
York. N. Y.. and points in Nassau and 
Suffolk Counties. N. Y.: (2) Non-alco¬ 
holic beverages, in bottles, in cases, and 
in cans in cartons, from New York. N. Y. # 
to Lodi, N. J.. and empty containers, 
cans, drums, cartons, cases and skids 
or other such incidental facilities used in 
transporting the above commodities on 
return. 

HEARING: July 18. 1958. at 346 
Broadway, New York, N Y.. before Ex¬ 
aminer Isadore Freidson. 

No MC 117309, filed March 28. 1958. 
Applicant: WALTER GAGNE, 32 Octave 
Street, Victorlaville. Quebec. Canada. 
'Applicant's representative: L. R. Char- 
ron, L R. Charron. Inc.. 4-B Boulevard 
Carlgnan. Victoriaville. Quebec. Canada. 
Authority sought to operate os a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Agricul¬ 
tural implements, machinery , and parts, 
when shipped with agricultural imple¬ 
ments or machinery, from the site of 
New Holland Machine Company's plants 
located at New Holland. Lancaster. 
Mountville, and Belleville, Pa., to points 
jnd ports of entry on the International 
Boundary Line between the United 
States and Canada in New Hampshire, 
New York, and Vermont, and empty 
containers or other such incidental 
/acuities <not specified) used in trans¬ 
porting the commodities specified in 
ihla application. 


Note Applicant nates on return trips Its 
own manufacture products (wooden discs) 
*** delivered to Lancaster. Pa. Ap- 
P«^at further states the proposed train- 
jwtutloii ncnrlce Is directly and without 
j jy** 10 Points located in the Province of 
w ri ' Cana< l*’ for. direct delivery to New 
UQiUnd Machine Company's representatives. 

HEARING: July 24.1958. at the Wash- 
County Court House, Montpelier, 
t-, before Examiner C. Evans Brooks. 
At ™ M C 117310. filed March 31. 1958. 

C. C1CION1, 117 
fc:u Washington Street. Shenandoah, 


Pa. Applicant's attorney: Leonard C. 
Schumack. 100 South Main Street, 
Shenandoah. Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Cinder block, from points in Schuyl¬ 
kill County. Pa., to points in New York, 
New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland: 
terracota pipe, from points in New Jersey 
to points in Schuylkill County, Pa.; 
calcium chloride, from Solvay, N. Y.. to 
points In Schuylkill County, Pa.; rags, 
between points In Schuylkill County, 
Pa., on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in New York. New Jersey, New 
Hampshire. Vermont, Massachusetts. 
Connecticut. Delaware. Maryland. Vir¬ 
ginia. West Virginia. Ohio. Michigan, 
Rhode Island, and the District of Colum¬ 
bia; and metasilicate, from points in 
New York and New' Jersey to points in 
Schuylkill County, Pa. 

HEARING: July 9. 1958. at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street. 
Philadelphia. Pa., before Examiner 
Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 117329. filed April 19. 1958. 
Applicant: JOHN M. CONDON. 37 
Sawyer Street, Methuen. Mass. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Metal and metal 
products, between points in Maine. New 
Hampshire. Vermont. Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, and New 
York. 

HEARING: July 22. 1958, at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building. 
Boston. Mass., before Examiner C. Evans 
Brooks. 

No. MC 117332 <8ub No. 1>. filed April 
17, 1958. Applicant: SMITH & JORDAN 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC.. 19-450 
41st Street, Long Island City 5. N. Y. 
Applicant's representative: Charles H. 
Trayford, 155 East 40th Street, New York, 
16, N. Y. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Glues, ad¬ 
hesives. starch, dextrine, gums, latex, and 
plastisol, and materials, supplies and 
equipment used to manufacture the fore¬ 
going commodities, between New York, 
N. Y.. and the plant sites of Morningstar 
& Paisley located at Bloomfield Avenue. 
Clifton. N. J., and Fourth and Utter 
Avenues. Hawthorne. N. J. 

HEARING: July 7, 1958, at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York, N. Y.. before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 117338. filed April 14. 1958. 
Applicant: EARL RAY, 27360 Barkman. 
Roseville. Mich. Applicant's attorney: 
William R. HefTernn. 1419-25 Majestic 
Building. Detroit 26. Mich. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier ; 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Brick and tile, from points 
in Indiana and Ohio, and from Darling¬ 
ton (Beaver County). Bessemer. Beaver 
Falls, and New Brighton. Pa., to points 
in Michigan, and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ified) used in transporting brick and 
tile on return. 

HEARING: July 9. 1958. at the Federal 
Building. Detroit. Mich., before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 117340 (Amendment), filed 
April 14. 1958. published in the Federal 


Register May 28.1958. at page 3681. Ap¬ 
plicant: TRIO BUTCHERS TRUCKING) 
CORP.. 636 West 131st Street. New York 
27. N. Y. Applicant's representative: 
Charles H. Trayford, 155 East 40th 
Street, New York 16. N. Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats and packing-house 
products , as defiined by the Commission 
in 61 M. C. C. 209. Appendix I, Para¬ 
graphs A and B. from New f ark and Eliza¬ 
beth. N. J.. and Yonkers, N Y.. to New 
Rochelle. Scarsdale. Bronx. Montlcello.' 
Yorktown Heights, Greenburg. Hcwlltt, 
Roslyn, Flushing. Bayside. Yonkers, 
Larchmond. Pelham. Harrison. White 
Plains, Hartsdale. Mamaroneck. Mount 
Vernon. Ardsley. BriarclifT Manor. Long 
Beach. Bronxville. Pelham Manor, Tuck- 
ahoe, Cedarhurst. Rye, Spring Valley. 
Elmsford, and Great Neck. N. Y., and 
Stamford and Greenwich, Conn., and 
rejected returned and damaged ship¬ 
ments of the above-described commodi¬ 
ties and meat hooks belonging to the 
shipper on return. 

Nor* Applicant states that the above 
transportation will be under an Individual 
contract with the Dattch Crystal Du tries. 
Inc. providing for the furnishing of vehicles 
with drivers lor the exclusive use of the con¬ 
tracting shipper serving the stores and ware¬ 
house of the contracting shipper. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned July 
2. 1958, at 346 Broadway. New York, 
N. Y. t before Examiner C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 117344. filed April 16, 1958. 
Applicant: THE MAXWELL CO., a Cor¬ 
poration. 2200 Glendale-Milford Road. 
Cincinnati 15. Ohio. Applicant's attor¬ 
ney: Herbert Baker, 50 West Broad 
Street. Columbus 15, Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a common or con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid 
sweetening, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (l) 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Cincinnati. Ohio; 
and (2) from Cincinnati, Ohio, to points 
in Indiana and Kentucky: and empty 
containers or other such incidental facil¬ 
ities (not specified) used in transporting 
liquid shortening from the above-speci¬ 
fied destination points to the above- 
specified origin points. 

Note: A proceeding has been Instituted 
Under section 212 (c) in No. MC 50404 (Sub 
No. 55) to determine whether applicant's 
status is that of a common or contract 
carrier. 

HEARING: July )6. 1958, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, be¬ 
fore Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 117344 (Sub No. 3). filed May 
21. 1958. Applicant: THE MAXWELL 
CO., a Corporation, 2200 Glendale-Mil¬ 
ford Road. Cincinnati 15, Ohio. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Herbert Baker. 50 West 
Broad Street. Columbus 15. Ohio. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Adds and chem¬ 
icals. in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Cin¬ 
cinnati. Ohio, to points in Kentucky, 
except points In Jefferson County. Ky. # 
and empfy containers or other such in¬ 
cidental facilities used in transporting 
acids and chemicals, on return. Appli¬ 
cant is authorised to conduct operations 
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as a contract carrier In Permit No. MC 
50404 and sub-numbers thereunder. 

Not*: A proceeding has been instituted 
under section 212 (c), No. MC 50404 Sub No. 
65. to determine whether applicant*# status 
is that of a contract or oommon carrier. 

HEARING: June 12. 1958, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 37, or. If the Joint 
Board waives Its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Lacy W. Hinely. 

No. MC 117344 <Sub No. 6>. hied May 
21, 1958. Applicant: THE MAXWELL 
CO., a Corporation, 2200 Glendalc-Mll- 
ford Road. Cincinnati 15, Ohio. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Herbert Baker. 50 West 
Broad Street. Columbus 15. Ohio. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate os a covimon 
carrier, by motor,vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Detergent alkylate, 
acids and chemicals except styrene and 
liquid resins, in bulk. In tank vehicles, 
from Cincinnati. Ohio, to Chicago, Ill., 
and St. Louis. Mo., and empty containers 
or other such incidental facilities used 
in transporting the above-specified com¬ 
modities. on return. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations as a con¬ 
tract carrier In Permit No. MC 50404 and 
sub-numbers thereunder. 

Not*: A proceeding ho* been Instituted 
under nectlon 212 (c) in No. MC 50404 8ub 
No. 55 to determine whether applicant** 
statu* is that of a contract or common 
carrier. 

HEARING: June 24. 1958, In Room 
712, Federal Building. Cincinnati. Ohio, 
before Examiner Lacy W. Hinely. 

No. MC 117379. filed May 5, 1858. Ap¬ 
plicant: VINCENT J. PRIOLO. doing 
business as LIB NY PIGEON TRAINING, 
66 Wright Avenue. Deer Park, N, Y. Ap¬ 
plicant's attorney: Alfred S. Kofller. 444 
Main Street. Islip, N. Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over a regular route, 
transporting: Homing pigeons, and 
empty containers or other such Inci- 
dcntal facilities <not specified) used in 
transporting homing pigeons, between 
Deer Park. N. Y., and Cresson. Pa., as 
follows: from Deer Park over unnum¬ 
bered highway to junction U. S. Highway 
27. thence over U. S. Highway 27 to junc¬ 
tion Van Wyck Expressway, thence over 
Van Wyck Expressway to Junction Long 
Island Expressway, thence over Long 
Island Expressway to Williamsburg 
Bridge, thence over Williamsburg Bridge 
and Delaney Street to HolUmd Tunnel, 
thence through Holland Tunnel and 
over U. S. Truck Highway 1-9 to Junction 
U. S. Highway 22, and thence over U. S. 
Highway 22 to Cresson, and return over 
the same route, serving the intermediate 
points of Union, N. J., and Fogclsvtile 
and Harrisburg. Pa., and the ofT-route 
points of Somerville, N. J., and Lebanon 
and Mount Union. Pa. 

HEARING: July 18. 1958. at 346 
Broadway, Now York. N. Y„ before Ex¬ 
aminer Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 117381. filed May 5. 1958. Ap¬ 
plicant: CELLI TRUCKING COMPANY, 
a Corporation, 3521 Lake Street, Melrose 
Park. Ill. Applicant's attorney: Irving 
SUllerman, 19 South La Salle Street. 


NOTICES 

Chicago'3. HI. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Bulk cement, in tank vehicles, from 
Buffington. Ind.. to Algonquin. Bloom - 
ingdale, Chicago, Lockport, Mundelein, 
and Palatine, Ill., and to points In Cook, 
Lake. DuPage, McHenry. Kane, and Will 
Counties, HI. 

HEARING: July 30.1958, in Room 852, 
U. S. Custom House. 610 South Canal 
Street. Chicago. III., before Joint Board 
No. 21. or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to ixirUclpatc, before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 117387, filed May 9. 1958. Ap¬ 
plicant: LOWELL L. TREFFERT. 

Franksvillc, Wis. Applicant's attorney: 
Joseph A. Gramza. Above the Bank of 
Franksville. Franksviiic, Wls. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Bottled and packaged malt 
beverage products, and empty containers 
or other such incidental facilities (not 
specified* used in transporting the 
above-specified commodities, between 
St. Louis. Mo., and South Bend. Ind.. on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Racine 
and Kenosha. Wis. 

HEARING: July 30. 1958. in Room 852. 
U. S. Custom House. 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 
David Waters. 

No. MC 117389. filed Mny 12.1958. Ap¬ 
plicant: PA1HICK J. FITZGERALD. 
JAMES FITZGERALD. THOMAS M. 
FITZGERALD. JR.. DONA1D J. FITZ¬ 
GERALD .CATHERINE B. FITZ¬ 
GERALD. ANNA MARGARET PROUT, 
AND JOAN BECKERICFl. a Partnership, 
doing business as THE FITZGERALD 
COMPANY. 214 East St. Clair Street. 
Indianapolis. Ind. Applicant's attorney: 
Thomns F. Quinn. Odd Tcllows Building, 
Suite 714. Indianapolis 4. Ind. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Beer, in metal and 
Kla** containers, from Newport, Ky., to 
Indianapolis. Ind. 

HEARING: July 24. 1958. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis. Ind., before 
Joint Board No. 208, or. if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Frank R. Saltnnan. 

No. MC 117388. filed May 16,1958. Ap¬ 
plicant: JOSEPH CORY, doing business 
as RAPID CARRIERS & DISTRIBU¬ 
TORS. 1000 Dean Street, Brooklyn. N. Y. 
Applicant's attorney: Morris Honig, 150 
Broadway. New York 38. N. Y. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture. 
from New York. N. Y. to points in New 
York. New Jersey, and Connecticut with¬ 
in 35 miles of New York. N. Y. 

Non: Applicant states that tt now holds 
common carrier authority to transport new 
furniture from New York. N. Y . to points 
in New York und New Jersey within 35 miles 
of New York. N. Y., In Certificate No. MC 
89377. Be will consent to the revocation of 
•old certificate upon the issuance of a Per¬ 
mit as requested. 

HEARING: July 28,1958. at 346 Broad¬ 
way. New York, N. Y., before Examiner 
Isadore Freidson. 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 6344 (Sub No. 4). filed April 

16, 1958. Applicant: JOHN W. TUB- 
NER. doing business as TURNER 
MOTOR COACH SERVICE. 30 L Eim 
Street, Fitchburg. Mass. Applicant 1 ! 
attorney: Mao' E. Kelley. 10 Trcmont 
Street. Boston 8. Mass. Authority .--ought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, traimport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, in 
special round-trip operations, restricted 
to the transportation of passen rs who, 
at the time are travelling for the purpose 
of participating in games commonly re¬ 
ferred to as Beano or Binpo ima, 
beginning and ending at Gardner, 
Winchendon. Templeton. Marlboro, 
Maynard, Hudson. Fitchburg. Clinton, 
L'yiminster. Groton, Ayer, \V« tford 
(Middlesex County), Athol, and Peter¬ 
sham. Mass., and extending to Krone. 
N. H. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations in Arizona. California Colo¬ 
rado. Connecticut. Delaware. Florida. 
Georgia. Illinois. Indiana. Iowa. Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan. 
Montana. Nebraska. New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New Mexico. New York, 
North Carolina. Ohio, Oregon. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Rhode Island, South CaroUni, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Vermont. Vir¬ 
ginia. Washington, West Virginia. Wyo¬ 
ming. and the District of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 15, 1058. at the Sew 
Post Office and Court House Buildmc, 
Boston. Moss., before Joint Board No. 
20. or. If the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner C. Dans 
Brooks. 

No. MC 67925 (Sub No. 1). filed April 

17. 1958. Applicant: WILLIAMS VAL¬ 
LEY TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
a corporation, 226 West Market Street. 
Williamstown. Pa. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Christian V. Graf, 11 North Front. 
Street. Harrisburg, Pa. Authority sou*hi 
to operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggayc, in the 
tame vehicle with passenger*. »1> be¬ 
tween Millersburg, Pa., and Muir. P»* 
from Millersburg over U. S. Highway 2C3 
through Elizabcthvllle. Lyken % Tower 
City and Reiner ton. Pa., to Muir, sad 
return over the same route, serving all in¬ 
termediate points, and (2) between 
Loyalton. Pa., and Tower City. Pn from 
Loyal ton over U. 8. Highway 209 to Junc¬ 
tion unnumbered highway, thence over 
unnumbered highway through WIconisco 
and Williamstown. Pa., to Junction U. 8. 
Highway 209, thence over U. S. Highway 
209 to Tower City, and return over th« 
same route, serving WIconisco and Wtl- 
liamstown, Pa., as intermediate points. 

HEARING: July 8. 1958. at the Penn¬ 
sylvania Public Utility Commission, 
Harrisburg. Pa., before Joint Board No. 
65. or, if the Joint Board waives its ri$»l 
to participate, before Examiner Isadora 
Freidson, 

Applications in Which Handi.tsc With¬ 
out Oral Hearing Is Rtq vtsrta 

MOTOR CARRIERS OP PROPERTY 

No. MC 113024 <Sub No. 3>. Med 
16. 1058. Applicant: ARUNOTOH 
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JOHN WILLIAMS, doing business as A. 
j WILLIAMS. 152 Killoran Drive, New¬ 
castle. Del. Applicant's attorney: Sam¬ 
uel w. Karnshaw, The Munscy Building. 
Washington 4, D. C. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over Irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Clothing , dry goods , drugs , 
medicines, toilet preparations , diaper 
Uners, display stands, materials and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture of sewn 
and latex products, including packing 
and packaging materials therefor, (A) 
between Dover. Del., and points within 
five miles thereof, on the one hand, and. 
on the other, points In New York. New 
Jersey. Maryland. Pennsylvania, points 
in Coweta, Fulton. Meriwether, and 
Troup Counties, Ga.: Lafayette. Ala., 
Cleveland. Ohio. Chicago. Ill.. Laredo, 
Tex., and Los Angeles, Calif.; (B> be¬ 
tween Lafayette. Ala., and points in 
Coweta. Meriwether, and Troup Coun¬ 
ties, Ga,. on the one hand and, on the 
other, Chicago. Ill., and Los Angeles, 
Calif: and <C> between points in Coweta, 
Fulton Meriwether, and Troup Counties, 
Ga.. and Lafayette. Ala. Applicant in¬ 
dicates the proposed transportation is to 
be performed for International Latex 
Corporation. 

No MC 116111 <Sub 3>. filed May 19. 
1958 Applicant: CHARLES S. REA¬ 
VIS. doing business as NORTH KANSAS 
CITY TOW SERVICE. 1114 Swift Ave¬ 
nue. North Kansas City, Mo. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: William Harrison Nor¬ 
ton. Suite 205. Pioneer Building, Armour 
at Swift. North Kansas City, Mo. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wrecked, disabled 
or repossessed motor vehicles, by tow- 
ftway WTecker truck, between points in 
the Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, 
Kan*. Commercial Zone, as defined by 
the Commission, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Missouri. Iowa, 
Nebraska, and Oklahoma. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations In 
Missouri. Iowa, Nebraska, Oklahoma, 
And Kansas. 

MOTOR CARJtICRS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 1501 ‘ Sub No. 148). filed May 
•0. 1958. Applicant: THE GREY¬ 
HOUND CORPORATION. 5600 Jayvis 
Avenue. Chicago 31. Ill. Applicant's at¬ 
torney: Earl A. Bagby. Market and Fre¬ 
mont Streets, San Francisco 5. Calif. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
ranter, by motor vehicle, over regular 
Rjutes. transporting: Passengers and 
tetr baggage, and express and neuxs- 
*per« in the same vehicle with passen- 
1. Proposed revtsion of original 
No. 41. 1.2 Requested Certificate 
pistons: 2.5 Between Hollywood and 
wadena. Calif., from Junction Dc- 
Avenue and Vine Street, Holly- 
over Vine Street to Sunset Boule- 
ara to Western Avenue to Los Fellz 
uievard to Brand Boulevard, Glendale, 
nee over Brand Boulevard to Junction 
rW riUa Hi «bway 134. thence over 
California Highway 134 to Pasadena, and 
wurn over the same route. 1.3 Related 
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authorized routes: The proposed route 
connects with Route 210 at Hollywood, 
and with Route 257 at Pasadena, pro¬ 
posed route has not been applied for. 2. 
Proposed revision of proposed original 
sheet No. 48A. 2.2 Requested certificate 
revisions: Pursuant to the foregoing, (a) 
Establish the following additional reg¬ 
ular route: 263. Between Long Beach 
and Santa Ana. Calif., from Long Beach 
over California Highway 22 to Century 
Boulevard to Verano Street to Westmin¬ 
ster Boulevard to 17th Street, thence over 
17th Street to Main Street. Santa Ana, 
and return over the same route, (b) Es¬ 
tablish the following additional regular 
route: 263-A. Between Tustin and Olive 
Junction: from Tustin over California 
Highway 55 to junction U. 8. Highway 91 
(Oliver Junction). 2.3 Related author¬ 
ized routes; (a) Proposed route 263 con¬ 
nects at Long Beach with routes 218 and 
230. with Route 231 at Seal Bench, and 
with Route 232 at Santa Ana. (b> Pro¬ 
posed route 263-A connects with Route 
232 at Tustin, and with Route 237 at 
Olive Junction. Applicant will serve all 
Intermediate points on the above pro¬ 
posed routes. 

Norr: Applicant states that the above au¬ 
thority Is proposed to be incorporated in the 
designated revised or added sheets to Cer¬ 
tificate No. MC 1501 Sub 138. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations through¬ 
out the United States. 

No. MC 1501 iSub No. 149). filed May 
22,1958. Applicant: THE GREYHOUND 
CORPORATION. 5600 Jarvis Avenue, 
Chicago. Ill. Applicant's attorneys: 
Oambrell. Harlan, Russell, Moye k Rich¬ 
ardson. Suite 825 The Citizen^ L South¬ 
ern National Bank Building, Atlanta 3. 
Ga, Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
a regular route, transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, mail, express and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Valdosta. Ga.. and 
Tlfton. Ga., from Valdosta over Georgia 
Highway 125 to Tlfton, and return over 
the same route, serving the intermediate 
points of Bomiss, Barretts. Ray City, Al- 
lenville, and Nashville. Ga. Applicant Ls 
authorized to conduct operations 
throughout the United States. 

No. MC 1504 (Sub No. 145). filed May 
15, 1958. Applicant: ATLANTIC GREY¬ 
HOUND CORPORATION. 1100 Kanawha* 
Valley Building. Charleston. W. Va. 
Applicant's attorney: Raymond H. 
Warns, same address as applicant. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over a regular 
route, transporting: Passengers and their 
baggage . and express and newspapers, 
in the same vehicle with passengers, be¬ 
tween the junction Old and Relocated 
West Virginia Highways 25. 0.6 miles 
East of Nitro. W. Va.. Post Office and 
Junction Old and Relocated West Vir¬ 
ginia Highways 25. 2.3 miles East of Ni¬ 
tro. W. Va.. Post Office, over Relocated 
West Virginia Highway 25. serving all 
intermediate points. Applicant Ls au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in 
Georgia, North Carolina, 8outh Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, Ohio. Virginia. West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia. 
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Applications Under 212 (c) Conversion 
Proceedings 

No. MC 44926 (Sub No. 1) JOHN CAN- 
TERELLI. dba J. k C. EXPRESS COM¬ 
PANY (Nutley.N. J.) 

No. MC 96500 (Sub No. 1) HARVEY S 
EXPRESS COMPANY. INC. (New York, 
NY.) 

No. MC 101074 (Sub No. 2) S. C. TA¬ 
BOR (Olive Hill. Ky.) _ 

No. MC 115862 (Sub No. 2) ARTHUR 
JAMES FERO. JR. dba FERO’S MOTOR 
EXPRESS (Waterford, N. Y.) 

The above-numbered proceedings 
w r ere instituted on the Commission's ow n 
initiative, on February 17. 1958. to de¬ 
termine the carrier's status pertaining 
to their contract carrier authority is¬ 
sued on or before August 22, 1957. It 
has now been determined that the car¬ 
riers* operations are those of a contract 
carrier and an order which becomes ef¬ 
fective June 30, 1958, will discontinue 
the proceedings. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a <b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission's special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor carriers 
of property or passengers under sections 
5 <a> and 210a (b) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and certain other pro¬ 
cedural matters with respect thereto 
(49 CFR 1.240). 

MOTOR carriers of property 

No. MC-F 6680, published in the Sep¬ 
tember 18. 1957. issue of the Federal 
Register on page 7445. Amendment 
filed at the hearing May 15. 1958. seek¬ 
ing authority for merger into TAKIN 
BROS. FREIGHT LINE, INC., 100 East 
10th Street. Waterloo. Iowa, of IOWA- 
NEBRASKA TRANSPORTATION CO., 
INC., Avoca. Iowa. 

No. MC-F 6905 (correction) (NEW 
YORK CENTRAL TRANSPORT CO — 
PURCHASE (PORTION) — TRUCK 
TRANSPORT CO.), published in the 
May 28, 1958, issue of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on page 3684. The name of Bev¬ 
erley S. Simms and the firm name of 
Wrape and Hernly. 1624 Eye Street NW.. 
Washington, D. C., should be removed 
as counsel. 

No. MC-F 6913. Authority sought for 
merger into HUSMANN k ROPER 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1717 North 
Broadway. St. Louis 6. Mo., of SCIIIEN 
TRUCK LINES. INC.. 416 West Main 
Street. Sedalia. Mo. Applicants* attor¬ 
ney: G. M. Rebman, 314 North Broad¬ 
way. St. Louis 2. Mo. Operating rights 
sought to be merged: General commodi¬ 
ties . with certain exceptions including 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes, between Kansas City, Karrs., and 
East St. Louis. Ill., between Sedalia. Mo., 
and Warsaw, Mo., between Warsaw. Mo., 
and Springfield. Mo., between Junction 
U. S. Highway 50 and unnumbered high¬ 
way at or near Knobnoster. Mo., and the 
Sedalia. Mo., Glider Base, between Junc¬ 
tion of U. 8. Highway 50 and Missouri 
Highway 5 near Syracuse, Mo., and 
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Boonvillc, Mo„ and between Halfway. 
Mo., and Springfield, Mo., serving cer¬ 
tain intermediate and off-route points; 
general commodities . with certain excep¬ 
tions including household goods and pe¬ 
troleum products in bulk, between 
Kansas City. Mo., and Springfield, Mo., 
serving certain intermediate and off- 
route points; household goods and gen- 
eral commodities , with certain exceptions 
including commodities in bulk, between 
Kansas City. Kans.. and Clinton. Mo., 
serving certain intermediate and off- 
routc points; alternate route for oper¬ 
ating convenience only between Clinton, 
Mo., and Kansas City, Mo.; general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions includ¬ 
ing household goods and excluding com¬ 
modities in bulk, between Bolivar, Mo., 
and East St. Louis. HI., serving certain 
intermediate and off-route points; gen¬ 
eral commodities , with certain exceptions 
Including household goods and commod¬ 
ities in bulk, over Irregular routes, from 
Sedalia. Mo., to certain points in Mis¬ 
souri. HUSMANN & ROPER FREIGHT 
LINES. INC., is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in Missouri, Ohio, 
Kentucky. Illinois, and Indiana. Appli¬ 
cation has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a (b). 

No. MC-F 6916. Authority sought for 
purchase by E. & L. TRANSPORT CO. 
OP KY.. Post Ofllcc Box 7, Camp Taylor 
Station, Louisville 13. Ky.. of a portion 
of the operating rights and property of 
E. L L. TRANSPORT COMPANY. 14201 
Schaden Avenue, Dearborn. Mich., and 
for acquisition by LLOYD LAWSON, 
ANTHONY J. D’ANNA, and E. fc L, 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. aU of 14201 
Schaden Avenue, Dearborn, Mich., of 
control of such rights and property 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torney: George S. Dixon. 2150 Guardian 
Building. Detroit 26, Mich. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: Sew 
automobiles , new trucks, and new chassis. 
in initial movements, by truckaway and 
driveaway methods, as a common carrier 
over irregular routes, from Louisville. 
Ky . to certain points in Kentucky, Ohio. 
Indiana, Virginia, and West Virginia: 
bodies and cabs . from Louisville. Ky.. to 
certain points in Indiana. Kentucky, 
Ohio, Virginia, and West Virginia; neto 
automobiles, new trucks, and new truck 
chassis, in initial movements, in truck¬ 
away service, from Louisville. Ky., to 
points in Maryland; new automobiles 
and new truck cabs and bodies when 
moving in the same vehicle with com¬ 
modities as described immediately above, 
from Louisville. Ky., to points in Mary¬ 
land; automobiles, trucks , tractors, au¬ 
tomobile chassis, and truck chassis, in 
initial movements, in truckaway and 
driveaway service, and motor vehicle 
bodies. from points In Jefferson County, 
Ky., to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Idaho. 
Illinois (except points on and south of 
U. 8. Highway 24. Iowa, Kansas, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri (ex¬ 
cept St. Louis. Mo.), Minnesota. Mon¬ 
tana. Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New Mexico. New York, 
North Dakota, Oregon, Pennsylvania. 
Rhode Island. South Dakota, Utah, Ver¬ 
mont, Washington, Wisconsin, Wyoming, 


and the District of Columbia; automo¬ 
biles, trucks, tractors, automobile chassis, 
and truck chassis. In initial movements. 
In driveaway service, and motor vehicle 
bodies , from points in Jefferson County, 
Ky.. to Moffett. Okla.. and Texarkana, 
Tex.; new automobiles, new trucks , new 
trailers, new bodies , new cabs, new 
chassis, and automobile parts and ac¬ 
cessories, when such parts and acces¬ 
sories are incidental to equtpmrnt of 
cars actually transported, in Initial 
movements. In truckaway service, from 
places of manufacture and assembly in 
Louisville, Ky.. to points in Georgia, 
Tennessee, Kentucky. Indiana, Ohio, 
points In the St. Louis. Mo.-East 6t. 
Louis, Ill.. Commercial Zone, as defined 
by the Commission, and points in Illinois 
on and south of U. S. Highway 24; new 
automobiles, neio trucks , new trailers, 
and new chassis, in initial movements. 
In driveaway service, from places of 
manufacture and assembly in Louisville, 
Ky.. to points in Alabama. Georgia. In¬ 
diana. Kentucky. North Carolina, Ohio. 
Tennessee, Virginia. West Virginia, 
points in the St. Louis. Mo.-East St. 
Louis. Ill.. Commercial Zone, os defined 
by the Commission, and points in Illinois 
on and south of U. 8. Highway 24; auto¬ 
mobiles. trucks , trailers . bodies, cabs, and 
chassis, in truckaway service, from Louis¬ 
ville, Ky.. to points in North Carolina. 
Virginia, and West Virginia; new auto¬ 
mobiles , new trucks, new bodies , new 
cabs, new chassis (except trailer chassis). 
und automobile parts and accessories 
when such parts and accessories are in¬ 
cidental to equipment of cars actually 
transported in initial movements, in 
driveaway service, from places of manu¬ 
facture or assembly in Louisville. Ky.. 
to points In Arkansas. Florida, Louisiana, 
Missouri, Mississippi, and South Caro¬ 
lina; new automobiles , new trucks, new 
bodies, new cabs . new chassis (except 
trailer chassis), and automobile parts 
and accessories when such parts and 
accessories are Incidental to equipment 
of cars actually transported, in initial 
movements, in truckaway service, from 
places of manufacture and amenably in 
Louisville, Ky.. to points In Alabama. 
Arkansas. Florida, Louisiana. Missouri, 
Mississippi, and South Carolina; auto¬ 
mobiles. trucks . bodies. cabs, and chassis 
(except trailer chassis*, new, used, un¬ 
finished, or wrecked, in secondary move¬ 
ments, in driveaway service, between 
points in Arkansas. Florida. Louisiana, 
Missouri. Mississippi, and South Caro¬ 
lina, and between points in Arkansas, 
Florida. Louisiana, Missouri. Mississippi, 
and South Carolina, on the one hand, 
and, on the other. Louisville, Ky.; new 
automobiles, new trucks, new chassis , 
and automobile parts and accessories 
when such parts and accessories are 
Incidental to the equipment of cars actu¬ 
ally transported. In initial movements, 
in truckaway service, from Louisville, 
Ky., to Moffett, Okla., and Texarkana, 
Tex.; airplane parts , between Louisville, 
Ky;. and points within one mile thereof, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Robertson, Mo., Cincinnati, Columbus, 
and Dayton, Ohio, Buffalo. N. Y„ and 
points within ten miles of Buffalo. N. Y.; 
jigs fixtures and logouts used in the 


manufacture and assembly of airplanes, 
and airplane parts and assembUn , be¬ 
tween Louisville, Ky.. and points within 
one mile thereof, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Robertson, Mo. Vendee 
holds no authority from this Commis¬ 
sion; however it is controlled by the 
vendor, which is authorized to oj>erate 
as a common carrier in all States in the 
United States and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. If this application is approved, 
vendee will be a wholly-owned subsidiary 
of vendor with Identical officers and 
directors. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b>. 

No. MC-F 6917. Authority sou ht tor 
purchase by MfcM TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY, 250 Mystic Avenue. Somer¬ 
ville 45. Mass., of a portion of the operat¬ 
ing rights Of CHEI.SEA CONTRACT!NO 
ft TRUCKING CO.. 140 Third street, 
Chelsea 50, Mass., and for acquisition by 
HARRY MARKS. 23 Nancy Road. New- 
ton. Mass., SIDNEY MARKS. 186 Laurel 
Road, Chestnut Hill, Mass., WESLEY 
MARKS. 94 Redwood Road. Ntwton, 
Mass., and SIDNEY MALKIN 193 West 
Shore Road, Kings Point, N. Y., of con¬ 
trol of such rights through the purchase. 
Applicants’ attorney: Zelby & Burstnn, 
160 Broadway. New York 38. N. Y. Op¬ 
erating rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities , with certain ex¬ 
ceptions including household roods and 
commodities in bulk, as a common corritt 
over irregular routes between points In 
Massachusetts. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Massa¬ 
chusetts. Pennsylvania. Connecticut. Sew 
Jersey. Rhode Island, New Yo:k. and 
Maryland. Application has not been 
fifed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a <b). 

No. MC-F 6918. Authority sought for 
purchase by HERDER TRUCK LINES, 
INC.. 135 West Post Office Street. 
Weimar, Tex., of the operating rights of 
CHARLES HERDER. JR., doing business 
as HERDER TRUCK LINES. 133 
Post Office Street, Weimar, Tex. and for 
acquisition by CHARLES HERDFR. JR. 
also of Weimar, of control of such riitbtt 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torney; Ewell H. Muse, Jr.. 415 Perry 
Brooks Building. Austin, Tex Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities, with certain ex¬ 
ceptions including household >:oodi and 
commodities in bulk, as a common car¬ 
rier over regular routes, between Hous¬ 
ton. Tex., and Moulton. Tex, between 
San Antonio. Tex., and Gonzales, Tex^ 
and between San Antonio. Tex . and Se¬ 
quin. Tex., serving certain Intermedia** 
and off-route points. Vendee is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common can 
under the Second Proviso of section 295 
(a) (1) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
in the State of Texas. Application ku 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b). 

No. MC-F 6919. Authority j-oughUy 
purchase by THE GUYOTT COMPANY. 
176 Forbes Avenue. New Haven. Conn, 
of the operating rights and property « 
RALPH H. WORRALL. doiin busUtf* 
as R. H. WORRALL. 265 Plain Strv£ 
Providence. R. I, and for acquisition *>/ 
FRANCIS R. GUYOTT. 45 Snu. 
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Roed, Milford. Conn., LOUIS E. GUY- 
OTT, Ridgewood Terrace. North Haven, 
Conn., and CLARA A. GUYOTT, 22 An¬ 
derson Avenue, Milford, Conn., of con¬ 
trol of such rights and property through 
the purchase. Applicants* attorney: 
Paul J. Goldstein. 109 Church Street, 
New Haven, Conn. Operating rights 
wught to be transferred: Petroleum 
products. In bulk, as a common carrier 
over Irregular routes, between Provi¬ 
dence. R. L, and East Providence. R. L, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, all 
points in Connecticut and Rhode Island, 
and certain points in Massachusetts; 
solid fuel, and commodities requiring 
dump trucks /or transportation . be¬ 
tween Providence, R. I.. on the one hand. 
*nd. on the other, all points* In Rhode 
Island und Connecticut and certain 
points in Massachusetts; solid fuel, from 
Providence. R. L to certain points in 
Massachusetts and Connecticut, and 
Tirerton. R. L, and from Pawtucket, 
It L, to Wrentham. Mass. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in Rhode Island, Connecticut. 
Massachusetts. Pennsylvania, and New 
York. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
(b). 

No. MC-F 6320. Authority sought for 
purchase by MERCHANTS TRUCK 
LINE, INC., New Albany. Miss., of the 
operating fights of BEN ALLEN 
KITCHENS AND PAUL DENNIS 


KITCHENS, .doing business as MER¬ 
CHANTS TRUCK LINE. New Albany. 
Miw.. and a portion of the operating 
rights of THE INTER-CITY TRUCKING 
COMPANY. 132 Legion Street. Johnson 
City. Term., and for acquisition by BEN 
ALLEN KITCHENS. PAUL DENNIS 
KITCHENS and CARLTON (JACK) 
DOWDY, all of New Albany, Miss., of 
control of such rights through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants’ attorneys: James H. 
Epps. Jr., Iliad A. Cox Building. Johnson 
City. Term. Ramsay Wall, First National 
Bonk Building. Memphis, Tenn., and 
John Paul Jones. Home Federal Build¬ 
ing, Memphis, Tenn. Operating rights 
»u«ht to be transferred: (KITCHENS) 
General commodities, with certain excep¬ 
tions Including household goods and 
commodities in bulk, as a common car¬ 
rier over a regular route between 
Memphis* Tenn.. and New Albany. Miss., 
all Intermediate points, and the 
polnt of Cotton Plant. Miss.: 

INTER-CITY) General commodities , 
Jltn certain exceptions Including house¬ 
hold goods and commodities in bulk, as a 
rowmon carrier over regular routes, be- 
vjeen Memphis. Tenn., and Columbus. 
MUs., between New Albany. Miss., and 
Kaidvryn. Miss., and between Pontotoc, 
r™- hnd Okolona. Miss., serving all 
mtermediate and certain ofT-route 
Points, MERCHANTS TRUCK LINE, 
no authority from tills Com- 
m however, its stockholders. BEN 
AIJLEN KITCHENS and PAUL DENNIS 
*UTCHEN8. doing business as MER- 
i*^ rS 1 ru CK LINE, a partnership, 
authorized to operate as a common 
^ Te nnesse« and Mississippi. 

Ppucation has not been filed for tem- 
authority under section 2i0a (b). 

No. HO- 7 


No. MC-F 6921. Authority sou ght f or 
purchase by JOSEPH CALHOUN WEBB, 
SR., doing business as WEBBS TRANS¬ 
FER, 166 South Main Street, Suffolk, 
Va., of a portion of the operating rights 
of II. E. HUDGINS AND C. DOUGLAS 
THOMAS, doing business as M & G 
TRANSPORTATION. Cobbs Creek. Va. 
Applicants' attorney: Jno C. Goddin, 
1304 State-Planters Bank Building. 
Richmond 19, Va. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions includ¬ 
ing household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over irregular 
routes between Richmond, Va., and 
points in Essex County. Va.. southeast of 
U. S. Highway 360 except those within 
one mile of such highway. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in North Carolina. Virginia, Mary¬ 
land. Pennsylvania. New' Jersey. New 
York, South Carolina. Massachusetts. 
Rhode Island. Connecticut. Delaware, 
and the District of Columbia. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under sectioiv£10a <b). 

No. MC-F 6922. Authority sought for 
purchase by GETTER TRUCKINO. IN¬ 
CORPORATED, East Railway Street. Cut 
Bank, Mont., of the operating rights and 
property of A. E. SHERIDAN TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, North Central Avenue. 
Cut Bank, Mont., and for acquLsitlon by 
RALPH E. GETTER. THOMAS I. GET¬ 
TER. RUTH V. GETTER and BRUCE E. 
GETTER, all of Cut Bank, of control of 
such lights and property through the 
purchase. Applicants' representative: 
Ralph E. Getter, President of Getter 
Trucking. Incorporated. East Railway 
Street. Cut Bank. Mont Operating 
lights sought to be transferred: Machin¬ 
ery, materials, supplies, and equipment 
incidental to. or used in, the construction, 
development, operation and maintenance 
of facilities for the discovery, develop¬ 
ment. and production of natural gas and 
petroleum, machinery or machines and 
parts thereof, and materials, equipment 
and supplies in connection therewith, 
used In the operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance and dismantling of bak¬ 
eries, dairy, creamery and cheese-manu¬ 
facturing plants, ice-manufacturing or 
refrigeration plants, laundry and dry- 
cleaning establishments (other than 
household > and milling operations, all in 
truckloads, requiring special equipment. 
forest products, lumber and lumber 
products, iron and steel products, air¬ 
plane engines and parts, urecked motor 
txhicles, railroad equipment, materials 
and supplies, refrigeration and cooling 
equipment, and safes, vaults and parts 
thereof, all in truckloads, requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment, and buildings, fabricated 
or portable, electrical appliances, ma¬ 
terials and parts. electrical poles, tele¬ 
phone and telegraph poles and pole line 
equipment, elevating and hoisting ma¬ 
chinery and equipment, mining, ore- 
milling and smelting machinery and 
equipment, roadbuilding equipment, ma¬ 
terial and supplies, rock and stone crush¬ 
ers and parts, and telephone, telegraph 
and electric lines, cables , appliances, 
equipment and parts, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof, all in 
truckloads, as a common carrier over 


mi 

irregular routes between points in Gla¬ 
cier, Liberty. Pondera, and Toole Coun¬ 
ties, Mont. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Montana 
and Wyoming. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b), 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC-F 6892 (AMERICAN TRANS¬ 
PORTATION ENTERPRISES. INC.— 
CONTROL—DELAWARE BUS CO.), 
published in the May 14. 1958. issue of 
the Federal Register on page 3292. Sup¬ 
plement filed May 23. 1958, to show 
joinder of ALIJEIN & COMPANY. 30 Broad 
Street. New York. N. Y., as a party In 
control of AMERICAN TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION ENTERPRISES. INC. 

No. MC-F 6895 (correction) (QUEEN 
CITY COACH CO.—PURCHASE (POR¬ 
TION >—CAROLINA SCENIC STAGES). 
published in the May 14,1958. Issue of the 
Federal Register, on page 3292. The au¬ 
thority being transferred should be cor¬ 
rected by eliminating therefrom the 
following: " passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, and express, mail, and newspapers 
in the same vehicle with passengers, be¬ 
tween Orangeburg. S. C., and Springfield, 
S. C.. serving all intermediate points." 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Harold b. McCoy. 

Secretary . 

|P. R. Doc. 58-4170; FUcd. June 4. 1958; 

8:45 a. m) 


Fourth Section Applications for Relief 
June 2. 1958. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
w ith Rule 40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

LONG-AXD-SHORT HAUL 

PSA No. 34724: Coal-Southern Rail¬ 
way mines to points in the Carolinas . 
Filed by Southern Railway Company, for 
itself (No. 132-A) and interested rail 
carriers. Rates on coal, all kinds, and 
fine coal, carloads from mines on the 
Southern Railway and its shortline con¬ 
nections in Kentucky. Tennessee, and 
Virginia to destinations in Carolina ter¬ 
ritory. southern Virginia and northern 
Georgia. 

Grounds for relief: Competition with 
natural gas, oil. etc. 

Tariff: Supplement 43 to Southern 
Railway Company tariff I. C. C. A-11352. 

PSA No. 34725: Fine coal—Southem 
mines to Carolina and Georgia points . 
Filed by O. W. South. Jr.. Agent (SFA 
No. A3673), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on fine coal, carloads from mines 
in southeastern Kentucky, eastern 
Tennessee, southwest Virginia, and West 
Virginia to points in Georgia, North 
Carolina and South Carolina. 

Grounds for relief: Competition with 
other fuels and grouping. 

Tariff: Chesapeake and Ohio Railway 
Company tariff I. C. C. 13500 and other 
schedules. 
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FSA No. 34726: Fine coal—Southwest 
Virginia mines to southern points . Piled 
by O. W. South. Jr.. Agent (SFA No. 
A3675>, for interested rail carriers* 
Rates on fine coal, carloads from mines 
in southwest Virginia, on the Norfolk 
and Western Railway Company to speci¬ 
fied points in Georgia. North Carolina 
and South Carolina. 

Grounds for relief: Competition with 
fuel oil and grouping. 

Tariff: Supplement 43 to Southern 
Railway Company’s tariff I. C. C. A- 
11352. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 58-4229: Piled, June 4. 1938; 

8:31 tL in | 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

| Pile No. 812-11551 
American Mutual Fund, Inc. 
notice or filing of application for order 

EXEMPTING TRANSACTION BETWEEN AF¬ 
FILIATES 

May 29.1958. 

Notice is hereby given that American 
Mutual Fund. Inc. < “American”), a reg¬ 
istered open-end diversified investment 
company, has filed an application pur¬ 
suant to section 17 (b> of the Invest¬ 
ment Company Act of 1940 (“act") for. 
an order of the Commission exempting 
from the provisions of section 17 ia) of 
the act the sale by it of 11,520 shares of 
capital stock of Petroiltc Corporation 
(•*Pctroliie M > to the Investment Com¬ 
pany of America ("I. C. A."). also a reg¬ 
istered open-end diversified investment 
company. 

The application makes the following 
representations: 

Petrolite is principally engaged in the 
manufacture and sale of chemicals and 
electrical equipment for the purification 
and treatment of petroleum and the 
manufacture and sale of waxes from 
crude oil residuum. Pursuant to an or¬ 
der of this Commission dated April 22. 
1958 (Investment Company Act Release 
No. 2702), American acquired from 
Bareco Investment Company ("Bareco") 
substantially all of its assets. Including 
25.520 shares of Petrolite capital stock. 
This block represents 8.7 percent of the 
total number of Petrolite shares out¬ 
standing. American states that the ag¬ 
gregate value of said shares exceeds the 
amount which It holds or desires to hold 
of any one security which is traded in the 
over-the-counter market and is rela¬ 
tively Inactive. Accordingly, it proposes 
to sell 11,520 of said shares to I. C. A. 
at a price of $86.00 per share, or a total 
price of $990,720. The agreement of 
sale provides that if. prior to the issu¬ 
ance of the Commission's order requested 
herein, the bid quotations in the over- 
the-counter market for Petrolite capital 
stock should be less than 82% or more 
than 89% per share, either party may 
require a redetermination of the price. 

In determining the price to be paid 
by American for the assets acquired 
from Bareco, the Petrolite stock was 


valued at $85 per share. This valuation 
was made on the basis of an analysis of 
Petrolite’s business. Its book value per 
share, its earnings per share for the last 
five years, an estimate of earnings for 
1958, records and financial condition of 
other companies comparable to Petrolite. 
and the bid and ask quotations for the 
capital stock of Petrolite from February 
1. 1957. to March 7, 1958. On March 7. 
1958. the market for Petrolite common 
stock was reported to be bid 84 and 
asked 86. On May 21,1958. when Ameri¬ 
can and I. C. A. entered into the agree¬ 
ment of sale, the Petrolite stock was 
quoted approximately at bid 85 and 
asked 87. 

American and I. C. A. have the same 
investment adviser* Capital Research 
and Management Company, and many of 
the officers and directors of American 
are also officers and directors of I. C. A. 
Accordingly. American and I. C. A. may 
be affiliated companies and the sale by 
American to I. C. A. would be prohibited 
by section 17 (a) (1> of the act unless 
exempted by order under section 17 <b) 
which provides that the Commission 
shall exempt a proposed transaction 
from the provisions of section 17 (a) if 
it finds that the terms of the proposed 
transaction, including the consideration 
to be paid, are reasonable and fair and 
do not Involve overreaching on the part 
of any person concerned, that the pro¬ 
posed transaction is consistent with the 
policy of each registered investment 
company concerned, as recited in Its reg¬ 
istration statement and reports filed 
under the act, and is consistent with the 
general purposes of the act. 

The Boards of Directors of both com¬ 
panies have approved the transaction. 
The application urges that the Commis¬ 
sion make the required findings under 
section 17 (b) of the act. The difference 
in the price of $85 per share of Petrolite 
stock paid by American on the acquisi¬ 
tion of such stock from Bareco and the 
price of $86 per share to be paid by I. C. A. 
reflects allowance, among other things, 
for the expense incurred by American in 
acquiring the stock and an improvement 
in the market prices quoted for the Pet¬ 
rolite slock since American’s acquisition. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than June 
11,1958, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com¬ 
mission In writing any facts bearing 
upon the desirability of a hearing on the 
matter and may request that a hearing 
be held, such request stating the nature 
of his interest, the reasons for such re¬ 
quest. and the. issues, If any, of fact or 
law proposed to be controverted, or he 
may request that he be notified If the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication or 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington 25. D. C. At any time after 
said date, the application may be granted 
as provided in Rule N-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the act. 

By the Commission. 

rSEALl ORVAL L. DuBOLS, 

Secretary . 

IP. R. Doc. 58-4227: Piled. June 4. 1958; 

8:51 a. in 1 


[Pile No. 1-21151 
Bellas* ca Coup. 

ORDER SUMMARILY SUSPENDING TRADING 
May 29,1958, 

In the matter of trading on the Amer¬ 
ican Stock Exchange in the Si 00 par 
value Capital Stock of Beilanca Corpo¬ 
ration. File No. 1-2115. 

I. The $1.00 par value Capital Stock 
of Beilanca Corporation is listed and 
registered on the American Stock Ex¬ 
change, a national securities exchange; 
and 

IL The Commission on April 24 1957, 
issued its order and notice of hearing 
under section 19 (a> (2) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 (hereinafter called 
"the act") to determine at a hearing 
beginning July 10. 1957, whether it is 
necessary or appropriate for the protec¬ 
tion of Investors to suspend for a period 
not exceeding twelve months, or to with¬ 
draw, the registration of the capiUl 
stock of Beilanca Corporation < herein¬ 
after called "registrant") on the Amer¬ 
ican Stock Exchange for failure to com¬ 
ply w-ith section 13 of the act and the 
rules and regulations adopted there¬ 
under. and for failure to comply with the 
disclosure requirements of Regulation 
X-14 adopted pursuant to section 14 <•> 
of the act. 

On May 19. 1958. the Commission 
Issued its order summarily suspending 
trading of said securities on the exchange 
pursuant to section 19 <a> t4> of the set 
for the reasons set forth in said order to 
prevent fraudulent, deceptive or manip¬ 
ulative acts or practices for a period of 
ten day6 ending May 29,1958. 

III. The Commission being of the opin¬ 
ion that the public Interest requires the 
summary suspension of trading in such 
security on the American Stock Exchange 
nnd that such action is necessary and 
appropriate for the protection of In¬ 
vestors; and 

The Commission being of the opinion 
that such suspension is necessary tn or ' 
dcr to prevent fraudulent, deceptive, or 
manipulative acts or practice: , with the 
result that it will be unlawful under 
section 15 <c) (2) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 and the Commit on's 
Rule X-15C2-2 thereunder for nnv broker 
or dealer to make use of the mails or oi 
any means or instrumentality of inter¬ 
state commerce to effect any tran-saction 
In. or to induce or attempt to induce the 
purchase or sale of. such security other¬ 
wise than on a n^Jionrd securities 
exchange. 

It is ordered . Pursuant to section is 
(a) <4) of the Securities Exchange Aft 
of 1934, that trading In said securities or. 
the American Stock Exchange be sum¬ 
marily suspended in order to P rev ^ n 
fraudulent, deceptive, or manipulative 
acts or practices for a period often 
days, May 30. 1958, to June 8, 
Inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

f SEAL] ORVAL L. DUBOIS, 

Secretary* 

|P. R. Doc. 58-4228; Piled. June 4. 1 ?5 * 
8:51 a. in ] 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of Allen Property 

Charles de Ladoucxtte 

SOTICr or INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 Cf) of the Trad- 
lag With the Enemy Act. as amended, 
notice Is hereby given of Intention to re¬ 
turn, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty. subject to any increase or decrease 
rmitlnff from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

CJslfunf, Claim Property, and Location 

Charles de Ladouoettc. 172 Rue de lTnl- 
Ttnttc. Pari* 7, Prance; Claim No. 61601; 
6U50 01 In the Treasury of the Uni tod State*. 
Veeung Order No. 17690. 

Executed at Washington, D. C., on 

May 22, 1958. 

For the Attorney GcneraL 

(seal 1 Paul V. Myron . 

Deputy Director . 
Office of Alien Property. 

|P R Doc. 66-4206; Piled. June 4. 1966; 

0:46 a. in.] 


TostrrwA Ide 

KOIICE or INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY % 

Pursuant to section 32 (f > of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn. on or after 30 days from the date of 
publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty. subject to any increase or decrease 
faulting from the administration there¬ 
of prior to return, and after adequate 
Provision for taxes and conservatory 
expenses: 

Ctamanf, Claim So., Properly, and Location 

Tbshiwa Idc, No. 227. Shlraklbaru Ono- 
whi. Chlkuihl-Oun. Fukuoka-Kcn. Japan; 
uaim No 62373; 68.356.15 In the Treasury 
<* United States. 

Vmtng Order No. 7955. 

Executed at Washington. D. C., on 
Way 27.1958. 

For the Attorney Oenerai. 

I seal 1 Paul V. Myron. 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

IF s Doc. 56-4207; Piled, June 4. 1956; 
8:47 a. m.J 


Lotis H. Schoettler 

* r0T1CX or INTENTION TO RETURN 
VESTED PROPERTY 

InTwiJJfL 10 ^ tion 32 (t> 0{ Trt 

notic i.K^ he u Enemy Act - os amend 
turn nn berc ? y 8ivcn of intention to i 

of Dnhii~,f fter 30 days Ir °m the d) 
^-Uon hereof, the foUowl 

cmLrV S w bJect to any Increase or < 
me rcsu ltui« from the administrati 


thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim So., Property, and Location 

Louia H- Schoettler. Hamburg. Germany; 
Claim No. 41448: 67.123.49 In the Treasury of 
the United States. 

Vesting Order No. 12464. 

Executed at Washington. D. C„ on 
May 26.1958. 

For the Attorney General. 

t seal ] Dallas 8. Townsend. 

Assistant Attorney General, 
Director , Office of Alien Property. 

IP. R. Doc. 56-4208; Piled, June 4. 1958; 
8:47 a. m.J 


Ilona Strausz 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the 
Trading With the Enemy Act, as 
amended, notice is hereby given of inten¬ 
tion to return, on or after 30 days from 
the date of publication hereof, the fol¬ 
lowing property, subject to any Increase 
or decrease resulting from the admin¬ 
istration thereof prior to return, and 
after adequate provision for taxes and 
conservatory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim So „ Property, and Location 

Ilona Stmues, formerly Ilona (Fiona) 
Wclfiz Weinberger, Rch Shmucl Hanavl 34. 
Bajlt Gan Lea. Jerusalem. Israel: Claim No. 
33662; $1.430 41 in the Treasury of the United 
States 

Vesting Order No. 3820. 

Executed at Washington. D. C., on 
May 27.1958. 

For the Attorney General. 

I seal) Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

IP. R. Doc. 56-4200; Piled. June 4, 1958; 
8:47 a. m_| 


State of Netherlands for Benefit or 

J. J. VAN DER EYK ET AL. 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 <() of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice Is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn. on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty, subject to any increase or decrease 
resulting from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant. Claim So., Property, and Location 

All right, till® and interest of the Attorney 
General acquired pursuant to Vesting Order 
No. 16521 (16 Fed. Reg. 10097, October 3. 
1951) in and to the securities described 
below: 

The State of the Netherlands for the bene¬ 
fit of: 

J. J. van der Fyk. L. 8. Claim No. 971: 
Southern Pacino Company 4V&-61. Bond No. 
41719. In the principal amount of 61.000. 

A. W. Westra van Hoithe, L. 8. Claim No. 
973; Cities Service Company 5/69. Debentures 


Nos. 36380 and 41971/2, In the principal 
amount of 61.000 each. 

H. J.. O. L. and Mr E. A Bolte. L. 8. Claim 
No. 975; Cities Service Company 5/66, Deben¬ 
tures Nos. 13013/4, In tho principal amount 
of 61.000 each. 

Mrs. E. J. Prlns. nee Bok, L. 8. Claim No. 
989; Central Pacific Railway Company 4/49. 
Bond No. 9361, and Cities Service Company 
0/66. Debenture No. 17999, all in the princi¬ 
pal amount of 61,000 each. 

Mrs. A. A. Gcerteema-du Ry von Beest 
Nolle. L. 8. Claim No. 981; Cities Service Com¬ 
pany 6/66, Debenture No. 10338, in the prin¬ 
cipal amount of 61.000. 

Dowager D. R. J. Baroness van Lynden. 
L 8. Clntm No. 983; Cities Service Company 
5/69. Debenture No. 24850, In the principal 
amount of 61.000. 

Noord-cn Zuid Holiandsche Redding Maat- 
schnppij, L. 8. Claim No. 086: Cities Service 
Company 5/58. Debentures Nos. 6142, 5561, 
and 7576, in the principal amount of 61.000 
each. 

Mrs. H. A. Lamberts-de Hnart and C. O. de 
Hoart, L. 8. Claim No. 090; Cities Service 
Company 5/69. Debenture No. 7562. in the 
principal amount of 61,000. 

J. A. Hulman, Jr.. L. 8- Claim NO. 991: 
Cities Service Company 5/69, Debenture No. 
9682. in the principal amount of 61.000. 

J„ and L. P. Kwak and Mrs. G. 11. P. 
Voakuyl-Kwnk. L. 8. Claim No. 995; Cities 
Service Company 5/60. Debentures Nos. 
13720 and 25390. in the principal amount of 
61,000 each. 

Mrs. A G. H. Heinen-Strieker. L. 8. Claim 
No. 1000; Southern Pacific Company 4}£- 
81, Bond No. 3432?, In the principal amount 
of 61,000. 

J. Hillen. Jan. W.. J. A., and H. Pfann, 
Mrs. D. Serret-Pfann. L. J. van Weert, H. J. 
v. d. Berg, and Job. P. Buddtng-Pfann. L. 8, 
Claim No. 1002; Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company 4/55. Bond No. 106649. In the prin¬ 
cipal amount of 61.000. 

J. Bauer-Stumpf. L. 8. Claim No. 1017: 
Cities Service Company 6, 69. Debentures Noe. 
35925, 37776 and 45813, in tho principal 
amount of 61,000 each. 

Q Nepveu. L. 8. Claim No 1018: Cities 
Service Company 8/C8, Debenture No. 781. 
in the principal amount of $500. 

M B. P., T. L, F., H , K. F.. and S. H. A. C. 
van Geuns. L. 8. Claim No. 1019; Cities Serv¬ 
ice Company 5/69, Debenture No. 34045, in 
the principal amount of 61,000. 

Vesting Order No. 18521. 

Netherlands Embassy, Office of the Finan¬ 
cial Counselor, 25 Broadway, New York 4, 
New York. 

Executed at Washington. D. C.. on 
May 26. 1958. 

For the Attorney General. 

(seal) Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

|F. R. Doc. 58 4212; Filed. June 4, 1958; 
8:47 a. m | 


Pieter Tillema 

NOTICE or INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the 
Trading With the Enemy Act. as amend¬ 
ed, notice is hereby given of intention 
to return, on or after 30 days from the 
date of publication hereof, the following 
property, subject to any Increase or de¬ 
crease resulting from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade- 
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NOTICES 


quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant , Claim No* Property , and tocofton 

Pieter TlUeroo. Konlngstmat 34. Zultbom* 
mcl. Holland; Claim No. 61425; 6153 11 In 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Vesting Order No. 17914. 

Executed at Washington, D. C., on 
May 27. 1958. 

For the Attorney Ocncral. 

[seal) Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director . 
Office of Alien Property . 

IP. R. Doc 58 4210; Piled. June 4. 1058; 
8:47 a. m.J 


Vittoria Tori rr At.. 

NOTICE or INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act. as amended, 
notice Is hereby given of intention to 
return, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following 
property, subject to any increase or de¬ 
crease resulting from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

Vittoria Tort. Chicago. Illinois; 133 34 In 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Pnsquirm Bernardlnt. Lucca. Italy; 13333 
In the Treasury of the United 'States. 

Ida Cannlgnanl. Lucca. Italy; 53333 In 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Vesting Order No. 2425; Claim No. 46784. 


Executed at Washington. D. C., on 
May 27. 1958. 

For the Attorney General. 

fsEALl Paul V. Myron. 

Deputy Director , 
Office of Alien Property , 

(P. R. Doc. 58-1211; Piled. June 4. 1058; 
8:47 a. m.) 


Antonia van den Bovenkamp rr al. 

AMENDED NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN 
VESTED PROPERTY 

Whereas, a Notice of Intention to Re¬ 
turn Vested Property was published in 
the Federal Register on July 20,1957 <22 
F. R. 5814) with respect to the return of 
the property described below to Mrs. 
B. A. v. d. Bovenkamp-Hillcbrants; 

Whereas, information was subsequent¬ 
ly received to the effect that Mrs. B. A. 
v. d. Bovenkamp-Hillebrants died on De¬ 
cember 2, 1953 in Diepenveen, Holland, 
and that she left as her sole heirs her 
three children, namely Antonia. Marla 
and Gijsbcrt van den Bovenkamp; 

Whereas. Antonia. Maria and Oijsbert 
van den Bovenkamp have been substi¬ 
tuted as claimants in this matter; 

Whereas, the 60 shares of common 
stock of Keta Gas and Oil Corpora¬ 
tion. and the 42 shares of common stock 
of Swan Finch Oil Corporation, referred 
to under "Property and Location" in the 
aforesaid Notice of Intention, have been 
sold by this Office, resulting in an in¬ 
crease In cash in the appropriate ac¬ 
counts of $59.91; 


Now. therefore, pursuant to section 32 
of the Trading With the Enemy Act, m 
amended, the said Notice of Intention to 
Return Vested Property is hereby umend- 
ed by deleting under the heading Claim, 
ant" the name and address of Mrs. & 
A. v. d. Boveiikamp-HiUcbranls, and de¬ 
leting under the heading "Property and 
Location" all references to cash and 
securities, and location thereof, and sub¬ 
stituting in lieu thereof the following: 

Claimant , Claim No., Property, and Location 

Antonia vnn den Bovenkamp; 4357 58 In 
the Treasury of the United State*. 

Marla van den Bovenkamp: $35756 In the 
Treasury of the United Stotca. 

Gijihert van den Bovenkamp; 1357 57 m 
the Treasury of the United States. 

All at Dlcpcnvden, The Netherlni.fi Claim 
No. 60516. 

Vesting Order Nos. 17836. 17839, 17915 *c4 
17950. 

All other provisions of said Notice of 
Intention to Return Vested Property, and 
all actions taken by or on behalf of the 
Attorney General of the United State 
In reliance thereon, pursuant thereto, 
and under the authority therof, are here¬ 
by ratified and confirmed. 

Executed at Washington. D.C., on May 
27. 1958. 

For the Attorney General 

[seal! Paul V. Myron*. 

Deputy Director , 
Office of Alien Property. 

IF. R. Doc. 58-4213; Wed, June 4, 1W* 

8:48 a. m.J 
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